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in the United States Army and place him upon the retired list
of the Army ; to the Committee on Military Affalrs,

Also, a bill (H. R. T448) authorizing the President to ap-
point Charies McKee Krausse a captain in the United States
Marine Corps; to the Cemmittee on Naval Affairs.

PETITIONS, ETO.

Under clause 1 of Ntule XXIT, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

1427, By Mr. BIXLER: Petition of Rotary Club, Franklin,
Pa., indorsing Kelly-Edge bill; to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post Roads.

1428, Also, petition of members of Gus E, Warden Post, No.
526, American Legion Auxiliary, favoring bonus for World
War veterans; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

1429. Also, petition of Gus E. Warden Post, No. 528, American
Legion Auxiliary, Department of Pennsylvania, for adjusted
compensgtion ; to the Commiftee on Ways and Means.

1430. By Mr. BRIGGS: Petition of Clarence HE. Gllmore,
chairman, W. A. Nabors, commissioner, Walter Splawn, com-
missioner, Railroad Commission of Texas, opposing the passage
of Semate bill 2224, to be known as “ The railroad consolidation
act of 1924"; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

1431, By Mr. BURTON: Petition of the National Federation
of Pbst Office Clerks, Local No. T2, Cleveland, Ohig, recom-
mending favorable consideration by the committee of the bill
JHL I, 4123, and setting forth the reasons therefor; to the Com-
miitee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

1432, Also, petition of Asbestos Workers" Union, No. 3, of
Cleveland, ©hlo, urging passage of any resolution authorizing
the appropriation of necessary funds to enable the President
to send representatives of the United States to the forthcoming
international conference; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

1:433. Also, petition of the Cuyahoga County Council of the
American Legion, February 18, 1924, approving the adjusted
compensation bill now pending in Congress; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

1434, Also, petition of divers citizens of the city of Cleve-
land, requesting support of the measure now pending In Con-
eress amending the Volstead act by permitting the manufacture
and sale of beer and light wines; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

1435, Also, petition of the Ttalian Political and Civie Club,
of Cleveland, Olio, opposing the passage of the Johnson immi-
gration bill; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion.

1436. Also, petition of post-office employees of the city of
Cleveland, requesting support of the Kelly omnibus bill provid-
ing for a reclassification of postal workers' salarfes; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

1437. By Mr. CULLEN: Petition of the Gold Star Associntion
of America, New York City, N. Y., favoring the passage of
House bill 4109, which anthorizes an appropriation to enable
gold star mothers, fathers, or wives of deceased soldiers buried
in France to visit the last resting places of their dead; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

1438, Also, petition of the Vietor H. Bridgman Post, No. 44,
Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United States, Brouklyn,
N. Y., favoring an adequate readjustment of the salaries of
letter carriers and post-office clerks; to the Committee on the
Post Office and Post Roads.

1429, By Mr. DOYLE : Petition of the city counecil of Chica
111, favoring the enactment of legislation that will provide for
a flow of 10,000 cubic feet per second through the main channel
of the Sanitary Distriet Canal; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

1440). Also, petition of the city couneil of Chicago, IlL, favor-
ing an amendment to the transportation act of 1920 as will
divest the Interstate Commerce Commission of any jurisdiction
over rates of depreciation to be charged by local telephone
companies; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

1441. By Mr. GARBER: Petitlon of citizens from the
eighth district of Oklahoma, requesting that nulsance and war
;uxes be removed or reduced; to the Committee on Ways and

leans,

1442. By Mr. KIESS: Evidence in support of House bill
1542, granting Increased pension to Mary D. Bilbay; to the
Committee on Invalld Pensions.

1443. By Mr. KINDRED: Petition of Abraham & Straus,
Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring a 1 rate for postage; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

1

1444 By Mr. KING: Petition of the elty counell of Geneseo,
I1L, favoring the adjusted compensation bill; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

1445. Also, petition of €. R. Hughes and 80 other citizens
of Quincy, Ill, in favor of House bill 184, introduced by
Representative McGreaor, providing for the maintaining and
encouragement of the raising of canary birds; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

148, Also, petition of the Ameriean Legion Post No, 48,
Galva, Ill, on February 4, favoring the adjusted compensation
bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means,

1447. By Mr. MeNULTY : Petition of the Federation of
Jewish Bocial Agencies, of Trenton, N. J., against the Johnson
Immigration: bill; to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization,

1448. Also, petition of the Polish Clergymen’s Soclety,
Jersey City, N. J., against the Johnson immigration bill; to
the Committee on Immigration and Naturallzation.

1440. Also, petition of the Bayonne Lodge, No. 909, F. O.
B. B., against the Johnson {mmigration bill; to the Committee
on Immigration and Naturalization.

1450, Also, petition of the Master RBarbers’ Mutual Ald Pro-
tective: Union Association, of Newark, N. J., against the John-
son immigration bill; to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization.

1451, By Mr., PERLMAN: Petition of the board of directors
of the American Hungarian Chamber of Commerce, meeting
on February 26, 1924, opposing the passage of the Johnson im-
mifglmt{on bill; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali-
zation.

1452. By Mr. YOUNG: Petitlon of 100 cltizens of Linton,
N. Dak., urging an increase in the duty on wheat from 30 to
60 cents per bushel, the repenl of the drawback provision and
milling-in-bond provision of the tariff act of 1922, also urging
the passage of the Wallace plan for the marketing of wheat;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

1463. Also, petition of 20 citizens of Wishek, N. Dak., nrging
;I;e pussage of House bill 4523 ; to the Committee on Ways and

eans, :

1454, Also, petlitions of American Legion Post of Oberon,
N. Dak,, and petition signed by 162 citizens of Oberon and
vielnity, and Ameriean Legion Post No. 118, of Gilby, N. Dak.,
urging the passage of the soldiers’ adjusted compensation bill;
to the Committee on Ways and Means,

1455, Also, petitions of 8. G. Geoertson and . A. Baertch, of
Bismarck, N. Dak, and €. I Turner and other citizens of
Heaton, N. Dak., urging an increase in the duty on wheat from
80 to 60 cents per bushel, the repeal of the drawback and the
milling-ln-bond provigion of the tariff act of 1922, also urging
the passage of the Wallace plan for the exporting of surplus
wheat ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

1456, Also, petition of 18 ex-service men of Kathryn, N. Dak.,
urging the passage of the adjusted compensation rl]ll; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

1457. Also, petitions of 25 citizens of Bemlah, N. Dak., and
vicinity ; 11 ecitizens of Mandan, N. Dak.; 10 cltizens of Souris,
N. Dak.; and 3 citizens of Westhope, N, Dak., urging the pas-
sage of the Norris-Sinclair bill ; to the Committee on Agriculture.

1458. By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of W. R. Beyer and other
citizens of Tort Totten, N. Dak., urging the passage of House:
bill 6896 ; to the Committee on the Civil Service.

SENATE,
Sarurpay, March I, 198).
(Legislative day of Fridey, Pebruary 29, 1924.)
The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian, on the explration of'
the recess, T

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Moses in the chair).
Sennte resumes the consideration of Senate Resolution 157.

ATTORNEY GENEEAL DAUGHERTY.

The Senate resumed the consideratie® of Senate Resolution
157, submlitted by Mr. WaEELErR on February 13, as modified
by him on yesterday, directing a committee to investigate the
fallure of the Attorney General to prosecute or defend certain
eriminal and ecivil actions wherein the Govermment is in-

| terested.

Mr. CURTIA.
quorum,
The PRESIDING OFFPICHR. The SBecretary will call the roll.

Mr. Presldent, T suggest the absence of a
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The principal legislative elerk called the roll, and the fol-
lowing Senators answered to their names:

Adams Ferris Ladd Bheppard

Ashurst Fess La Follette Shipstead

Ball Fletcher Lenroot Shortridge

Bayard Frazier Imdl‘?e Bimmons

Borah George MeKellar Bmith

Brandeges Ger, McKinley oot
rookbart Gooding McLean Btanfleld

Broussard Hale Nc.’ia& A

Bursum Harris Mayfi hens

Cameran Harrlson Moses Swanson

Caraway Heflin Neely Trammell

Coumens IMowell Norbeek Walsh, Mass.

Curtis ohnson, Callf, Norrls Walsh, Mont.

Dale ohnson, Minn, Oddie Warren

Dial Jones, N. Mex. Owen Watson

Din Jones, Wash, Ralston Weller

Edge Kendrick Rangdell Wheeler

Elkins Keyes eed, Pa.

Ernst King Robinson

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-five Senators having
answered to their names, a quornm I8 present. The pending
question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lobar].

Mr. LODGI. Mr. President, I have been informed that the
President pro tempore, Mr. Coumuins, does not desire to be
Intrusted with the appointment of this committee. He thinks
it had better be appointed by the Senate. Under those circum-
stances I withdraw my amendment,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu-
seits withdraws his amendment. The question is then upon
agreeing to the resolution proposed by the Senator from Mon-
tana [Mr. WHEELER].

Mr. FESS-obtained the floor.

Mr. McNARY, Will the Senator from Ohlo yield to me for
a moment?

Mr. FESS. Certainly.

AGRICULTURAL EXPORT COMMISSION.

Mr, McNARY. I ask unanimous consent to submit a report.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the
report will be received. ,

Mr. McNARY. From the Committee on Agriculture and
Forestry I report back favorably with amendments the bill
(8.2012) declaring an emergency in respect to certain agricul-
tural commodities, to promote equality between agricultural
commodities and other commodities, and for other purposes,
and I submit a report (No. 193) thereon.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go to the calen-
dar.

Mr, McNARY. I ask that the report be printed. .

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be printed
under the rule.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohlo
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? -

Mr. NORRIS, There are two things I want to state.

Mr. FESS. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska.

Mr. NORRIS. The first thing I want to do is to ask unani-
mous consent to submit a minority report within geven days.
I would like to state, so that there may be no misunderstand-
iIng, that the minority report does not mean that the minority is
opposed to the bill which the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Mo-
Nary] has just reported. I will consult with other members
of the committee and other Senators before the minority report
is made. There is a minority of the committee that favors
another bill in preference to the one just reported. There is
no misunderstanding In the committee. The Senator from Ore-
gon himself is favorable to the bill I would report, but he pre-
fers the one that he has reported. I want to make that clear.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for
a question?

Mr. NORRIS. I yleld.

Mr. ROBINSON. What is the other hill?

Mr. NORRIS. It is known as the Norris bill

Mr. ROBINSON. Enown by some as the Norris-Sinclair
bill?

Mr. NORRIS. Yes. While the Senator from Ohlo has
g;llded to me, I want to make another brief statement to the

ate. ~

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Regarding the same subject?

Mr, NORRIS. No; a different subject.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator permit the
Ohair to put the unanimous-consent reguest?

Mr. NORRIS. Certainly,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objectlon, the Sen-
ator from Nebraska Is granted unanimous consent to file a

<
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minority report within seven days, which minority report will
be printed as part 2 of the report submitted by the Senator
from Oregon,

PROSECUTION OF CLAIMS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT BY EX-
OFFICIALS.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, several days ago the Senate
passed seven resolutions calling upon the various departments
for information. The resolutions were introduced by me. I
would like to have the attention of the Senate, because what
I am about to say is really in the nature of a notice to the
Senate. I want the Senate to know what I did.

Yesterday I was called on' the phone by the Seeretary of the
Interior, who told me that to comply fully with the resolution
which applied to the Department of the Interior would re-
quire two or three weeks" time and take a large portion of hig
force. He called my attention to the various bureaus and
branches of the Department of the Interior and wanted to
send up some representative to consult with me about the
matter. I asked them to come to my office this morning.

Three representatives of the Secretary of the Interior called
on me this morning. They ealled my attention to the faet
that to furnish the Information called for by my resolution
would, if carried out fully, require an examination, for in-
stance, of all the land offices all over the United States and
would require an examination of the Patent Office, the Pen-
slon Office, and so forth, and that including in it the ex-
Members of the House of Representatives would include several
thousand names, for which they would have to make an exami-
natl:n in all the various branches and bureaus of the depart-
men

I made this suggestion to them: They are gofng to report it
to the Secretary of the Interlor and also to the heads of other
departments, the Secretary of Commerce, and, I believe, one of
the other Becretaries, with whom they had conferences, that
are In a somewhat similar position. I said that in my judg-
ment, if they had to do that, the information would come very
late and would not be so useful, and that the Senate did not
care for any information as it applied to certain branches like
the Land Office, the Pension O#flice, and the Patent Office, I
suggested that they should eliminate also from consideration
under the resolution ex-Members of the House of Representa-
tives, That would take away the largest number for which
they would have to search and confine the resolution to ex-
Members of the Senate and ex-Cabinet officials. I told them
I would eall the attention of the Senate to this suggestion. and
that in my judgment the Senate would make ne objection io
that kind of a limitation; that they could make the report
that far, and when the report was In, if the Senate desired
them to go further, It could so indicate.

So I presume, unless there 1s some ohjection from the Senate,
the report will come from all the departments confined only
to ex-Cabinet officials and ex-Senators. I desired to make that
statement to the Senate in order that the Senate might under-
stand the matter,

Mr. COUZENS. May I ask what differénce there is between
an “ex-Senator ™ and an * ex-Congressman "?

Mr. NORRIS. An *ex-Congressman” includes both Sena-
tors and Members of the House of Representatives, while an
“ ex-Senator " does not include Members of the House of Repre-
sentatives,

Mr. COUZENS. Why should ex-Members of the House of
Representatives be excluded?

Mr. NORRIS. Mainly for the purpose of carrying the in-
vestigation forward without taking so much time and requir-
ing 80 many employees to do the work. The resolutions eall
for the names of ex-Senators and ex-Members of the House
who within two years after the time they shall have served,
beglnning in 1918 up to tife present, have appeared as attorneys
before any of the branches or bureaus of any-of the depart-
ments of the Government. The House of Representatives is
composed of over 400 Members, and there are more changes
in that body than there are in the Senate. It may readily be
seen that it will take a great deal more time if ex-Members
of the House are also included, especially if we go into all the
ramifications and branches of the subject,

Mr. COUZENS. But could we not Inelude those who have
been Members of the House of Representatives within the last
two years?

Mr. NORRIS, Of course, the Senate can take any aection it
£ees Proper.

Mr. COUZENS. The practice referréd to in the resolution
is against the law?
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Mr. NORRIS. Tt is. I should like to have the resolntion
apply to all ex-Members of the House of Representatives, but
that would make the investigation and work of the depart-
ments much greater and would take much more time than 1f
we confine it to ex-Senators. I thought, since they are Senate
resolutions, it would be very appropriate if we confined the
information to ex-Senators; and that the House of Representa-
tives could pass a resoluntion relative to the matter if it wished
to. When the information comes in, if it then only partially
answers the inguiry, the Senate may ask for the additional
information and in time obtain it

Mr. COUZENS. Is it the opinion of the Senator that it
would impose a very great additional task if we should include
in the Inquiry those who had been Members of the House of
Representatives within the last two years?

Mr. NORRIS. If we should adopt that course, it would lessen
the labor Imposed by the resolutions.

Mr. COUZENS. I should like to see that information In-
cluded.

Mr. NORRIS. 1 should like to see all of that information
included, but when I was confronted with the enormous task
which was before the departments and the way it would inter-
fere with their routine work I thought that, at least, for the
present, we might confine the request for information to ex-
Senators and former members of the Cabinet. Then, when the
information comes in, we can, of course, later ask for addi-
tional information.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaffee,
one of its clerks, announced that the House disagreed to the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5078) making
appropriations’ for the Department of the Interior for the
fisenl year ending June 30, 1925, and for other purposes;
agreed to the conference requested by the Senate on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and that Mr. CrAM-
Tox, Mr. MurpHY, and Mr. CarTER were appolnted managers
on the part of the House at the conference.

The message also announced that the House had passed a
bill (H. R. 6715) to reduce and equalize taxation, to provide
revenue, and for other purposes, in which it requested the
concurrence of the Senate.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. WILLIS presented a resolution adopted by the City Coun-
eil of 'Toledo, Ohio, favoring the enactment of legislation grant-
ing increased compensation to postal employees, which was
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads.

Mr. CURTIS presented a resolution adopted by the Horton
Federated Shop Crafts, of the Central Labor Union, American
Iederation of Labor, at Horton, Kans., favoring the prosecu-
tion and conviction of persons responsible for the killing and
maiming of iznocent employees through violation of the Fed-

eral laws relative to boiler inspection and safety appliances, |

which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

He also presented a resolution of the Horton Community
Chamber of Commerce, of Horton, Kans., protesting against
making any amendment to the transportation act of 1020,
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

He also presented a memorial, numerously signed, of mem-
bers of the Santa Fe Supervisors' Association, of the Atchison,
Topeka & Santa Fe Railway system, of Ottawa, Kans., remon-
strating against the making of any substantial change In the
transportation aet of 1020, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Inferstate Commerce.

He also presented a resolution of the Rotary Club of Kansas
City, Kans.,, favoring the enactment of legislation granting
incrensed compensation to postal employees, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads.

He also presented a resolution of the Independent Order
B'nai D'rith, Beth Horon Lodge, No. 599, of Kansas City,
Kans., protesting against the passage of the so-called Johnson
selective immigration bill, which was referred to the Committee
on Immigration. X

He also presented a resolution of the Chamber of Commerce,
of Marysville, Kans.,, favoring the passage of Senate bill 2012,
creating a Federal agricultural export commission, which was
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry,

He also presented a resolution of the American Legion
Auxiliary, Kansas Department, of Topeka, Kans., favoring the
acceleration of the work in the Veterans' Bureau and the em-
ployment, if necessary, of a more adequate force, which was
referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. HARRIS presented telegrams in the nature of memorials
from Loeb Apte Co., of Atlanta; and of Freeman & Co., T. H.
Halliburton, E. M. DBurney, Ouzts Mitchell & Whaley, and

Howard Produece Co., of Macon, all in the State of Georgla, re-
monstrating against inclusion of a broker's tax in House bill
6715, the revenue bill, which were referred to the Committee on
Finance.

He also presented telograms and a letier in the nature of
memorials from the Blackshear Tobacco Board of Trade, of
Blackshear; E. L. Meadows and S. B. Meadows, of Vidalia:
the Chamber of Comumerce, the Planters’ Tobacco Warehouse,
A. W, Gaskins, and the First Bank of Nashville, of Nashville;
and A. T. Coppage, the Hahira Board of Trade, and J, K
Massey, of Hahira, all in the State of Georgia, remonstrating
against the inclusion of an extra tobaceo tax in House bill 8715,
the revenue bill, which were referred to the Committee on
Finance.

Mr. OWEN presented the foliowing resolution of the Senate
of the State of Oklahoma, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs:

STAaTE OF OKLAHOMA,

DEPARTMENT OF STATH.
To all to whom these preaents shall ocome, greeting:

I, R. A. Sneed, secretary of state of the State of Oklahoma, do
hereby certify that the following and hereto attached is a true copy of
scnate resolution 10, adopted by the senate February 8, 1024, the
original of which {8 now on file and a matter of record in this vifice,

In testimony whereof I hereto set my hand and cause to be afixed the
great seal of State,

Done at the city of Oklahoma Clty this 12th day of February, A, D.
1924,

[SEAL.| R.'A. SxuEp,

Secretary of State.
Uxa Lee RongrTs,
Aazsistant Seeretary of Staete.
Benate resolution 10 (by Cornett), memorializing the Congreas of the’

United States to defeat that part of Senate bill No. 2085, by

Hamrnerp, which provides for the repeal of 1 per cent gross produc.

tion tax on royalties recelved by the Osage Tribe of Indians from

oil and gas produced in Osage County, Okla.

Whereas on January 17, 1924, Hon. J. W. HaArrerp, of Oklahoma,
introduced in the Benate of the United States bill No. 2085, which
provides, in part, for the repeal of section 5 of the act of Congress
approved March 3, 1921, providing as follows:

“That the Becretary of the Interlor is herehy authorized and
directed to pay, through the proper officers of the Osage Agency
to OUsage County, Okla.,, an additional sum equal to 1 per cent of
the amount reeceived by the Osage Tribe of Indlans as royalties
from production of oil and gas, which sum shall be used by said
county only for the construction and malntenance of roads and
bridges therein.”

Whereas the repeal of sald act would mean a great loss to the
county of Osage and the State of Okluhoma as well; Now, therefore,
be it

Resolved by the Senate of the State of Oklahoma, That the Congross
of the United States ls hereby memoriallzed to defeat and oppose that
part of Senate bill No. 2065 which provides for the repeal of sald act
of Congress approved March 8, 1921 be it further

Kesolred, That a copy of this resolution be transmitted to each of
the Benators and Representatives in Congress from the State of
Oklahoma.

Adopted by the senate this the th day of February, 1924

Wasa H. Hopaow,
Aoting President pro tempove of the Senate.

Correctly enrolled.

W. C. Lewis,
Chairman Committes of Envolled and Kngrossed Rills,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Clalms, to which was
referred the bill (8. 1180) for the relief of J. B. Platt, reported
it without amendment and submitted a report (No, 194) thereon.

Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
which was referred the bill (8. 1974) providing for sundry mat-
ters affecting the Military Establishment, reported it with
amendments and submitted a report (No. 195) thereon.

My, SIMMONS, from the Committee on Flnance, to which
was referred the bill (8. 684) to authorlze the coinage of 50-
cent pieces in commemoration of the commencement on June 18,
1923, of thie work of carving on Stone Mountain, in the State of
Georgia, & monument to the valor of the soldiers of the South,
which was the inspiration of their sons and daughters and
grandsons and granddaughters in the Spanish-American and
World Wars, and in memory of Warren G. Harding, President
of the United States of America, in whose administration the
work was begun, reported it without amendment and submitted
a report (No. 1866) thereon.
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BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bills were introduced, read first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. BALL:

A bill (8. 2684) to enable the trustees of Howard University
to develop an athletic field and gymnasium project, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

3y Mr. McNARY:

A bill (8. 2635) granting a pension to Adella M. Porter; to
the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (8. 2698) making an appropriation for the relief of the
Oceanic Shipbuilding Co., of Portland, Oreg.; to the Committee
on Claims.

A bIll (8, 2697) to fix standards for hampers, round stave
baskets, and splint baskets for fruits and vegetables, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Manufactures.

By Mr. NORBECK:

A bill (8, 2608) for the rellef of Edward M. Brown; to the
Commiittee on Clvil Bervice.

A bill (8. 2699) to amend an act creating the Custer State
Park Game Banctuoary in the State of South Dakota; to the
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

By Mr. SIMMONS:

A bill (8. 2700) for the relief of J. R. and Eleanor Y. Collie;
to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. FERRIS:

A bill (8. 2701) granting a pension to Amy Clark; to the
Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. BURSUM:

A pill (8. 2702) granting a pension to Gabriela Perea; to the
Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SMITH:

A bill (8. 2704) to amend paragraph (3), section 18, of the
interstate commerce act; to the Committee on Interstate Com-
merce.

By Mr. WILLIS:

A bill (8. 2705) for the reward of enlisted men of the Army
who have been or may hereafter be awarded the medal of
honor; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. EDGE:

A bill (8. 2706) for the relief of Emil Schneider; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

By Mr. SHORTRIDGE :

A binl (8. 2707) placing certaln noncommissioned officers in
the first grade; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

A bill (8. 2708) to further amend section 4756 of the Revised
Statutes; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LENROOT:

A bill (8. 2709) for the rellef of Henry H. Hall; to the Com-
mittee on Claims,

MARGIN OR BUCKET 8HOP TRANSACTIONS.

Ar, KING. I introduce a bill to prevent the use of the mails
and other communication facilities in furtherance of margin
or bucket shop transactions. Heretofore I submitted a resolu-
tion calling for an investigation of the activities of the stock
exchanges. I ask that the bill which I now introduce may be
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be received, and
the reference requested by the Senator from Utah will be

made,

The bill (8. 2703) to prevent the use of the mails and other
communication facilities in furtherance of margin or bucket
shop transactions was read twice by its title and referred to
the Committee on the Judiciary. :

PROMOTION OF AGRICULTURE.

Mr. BURSUM submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill (8. 2250) to promote & permanent
gsystem of gelf-supporting agriculture in regions adversely
affected by the stimulation of wheat production during the war,
and aggravated by many years of small ylelds and high pro-
duction costs of wheat, which was ordered to lie on the table
and to be printed,

FEDERAL RESERVE BANKING SYSTEM.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I submit a resclution and ask
that it may be read and He on the table.

The resolution (8. Res. 182) wuas read and ordered to lie on
the table, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Currency of the
Benate be, and 18 hereby, directed to formulate and present to the
Benate for its consideration a bill which will effectually provide for
the nse of the surplus and current net earnings of the Federal reserve
banking system 88 a guaranty for the prompt payment of the just
claims of the depositors of all member banks of said system,

‘HOUSE BILL REFERRED,

The bill (IL R. G715) to reduce and equalize taxation, to
provide revenue, and fer other purposes, was read twice by its
title and referred to the Committee on Finance.

ATTORNEY GENERAT. DAUGHERTY.
_The Senate resumed the censideration of Senate Resolution
157, submitted by Mr. WHEELER on February 13, as modified

by him on yesterday, directing a committee to investigate tha
failure of the Attorney General to prosecute or defend certain

-eriminal and civil actions wherein the Government is interested.

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I have been content to remain
quiet during the months while I have been a Member of the
Senate, as I thought it might befit a new Member of the body.
I had not intended to participate in this debate at all, and I
did net defermine to do so until a remark was made at the
close of yesterday's sesslon by my friend the Senator frem
Nebraska [Mr. Noneis] in reference to the proceedings in the
other body on impeachment proceedings. I have reread what
the Senator sald yesterday, and I now want to absolve him
from the first impressions that I had, that he was charging
that that proceeding was an unfair and rather a partial exami-
nation. The Senator from Nebraska did not make that state-
ment. However, he stated that he had been told that the
proceeding was not falr. I think, in view of the fact that
such a statement has been made on the floor of the Senate,
which gives it a certain prestige and carries with it more or
less responsibility, something ought to be said in regard te
that proceeding. I assure the Senate that I shall not violate
the rules of the Senate In any reference that I shall make in
regard to the action of the other House. I shall not only
respect the rules as I know them but I shall hope to avoid
any insinuation of any sort that might reflect upon any setion
of any Member of that body.

I watched the proceedings of that investigation as carefully
as could any Member of the House of Representatlves not a
member of the commiftee. There were reasons for my doing
80, because Impeachment proceedings are unusual; very few in
our history have been a matter of record; and when charges
are made such as were made in the House of Representafives
against the Attorney General—seven in number, guite severe—
it behooved every Member of the House to follow the pro-
ceedings carefully, because he was going to be called on to vote
on the question.

It has been stated here that the progress of the proceedings
turned into a persecution of the proponent of the impeachment
resolution. While that is not the case, yet there was a pretty
rigld examination and some very sharp remarks were made
both in the committee and In the House when the repori of
the eommittee was being acted upon. I do not think that any
responsible Member of the Senate, either on this floor or out-
side of the Senate, wounld want to risk his reputation for fair-
ness by a statement that a committee made up as that com-
mittee was made up would be partial in its proceedings.

I should llke to refresh the memory of the Senate as to the
persounel of that committee. Tt was headed by Mr. Volstead,
who had been a Member of the House for 20 years, who is
recognized everywhere as a great lawyer, and who has always
been regarded as impartial and very falr-minded. On tlat
committee also was Mr. GeorGe 8. Gramam, of Philadelplia,

eminent in his legal attainments and without doubt one of the.

great lawyers of the cuuntrg. On that committee was Mr.
Dyer, elected from Missouri first In the Sixty-second Congress
and, with the exception of one term, continuonsly a Member
of the body since then up to the present time, and still a
Member of the House.

On that committee was Joseph Walsh, of JMassachuseits,
universally acecredited as not only one of the best parlinmenia-
rians of the House but easily one of the best jurists and one af
the fairest of all fair-minded men. I think nobody who knows
Mr. Walsh would think for a moment that he could under any
sort of pressure be indueced to render an unfair decision. The
fact of his fairness has been affirmed by an appeintment to
the judiciary by the late President because of his high emi-
nence In the law, and he voluntarily left the House for that
position.

On that committee was the distingnished Member from the
Lincoln district of Nebraska, Mr. Frank Reavis, universally ac-
credited an eminent lawyer and a fair-minded jurist. I am
sure that those who know Frank Reavis as T know Lim would
not for & moment charge him with anything that is unfair,
especially in a judicial proceeding.

On that committee were such men as David G. Classon, of
Wisconsin ; Judge Bores, of the Sioux Falls distriet of Towa;
Mr, CupisToPHERSON, of the Sloux Falls district of South
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Dakota ; ex-Gov. Ricaarp Yates, of Illinols, son of former Gov-
ernor Yates, the war Governor of Illinois. Mr. YATEs twice
was elected as Representative at Large from the State of Illi-
nois and, without doubt, if he is a man with an unfalr mind
he would not have secured such an indorsement as his enor-
mous majority indicated at the polls in that election.

On that committee also was Mr. Goodykoontz, of West Vir-
ginia ; Walter Chandler, of New York; IrA G. HErsEY, of Malne;
my own colleague, Mr. Fosteg, of Ohlo; Mr. MicHENER, of Mich-
igan; and Mr. Hickey, of Indiana. I know all of these men
personally and professionally. I am certain that none of them
is capable of sitting on a case like this and rendering a partial
decision from the facts that are adduced.

Dut, Members of the Senate, I am not satified to limit the
observation to these members. I wish to call your attention
to Mr. Harrox W. Sumners, of Texas, one of the brainy men
of the other body, one of the clearest-headed men whom I know,
fnd without doubt free from anything that would lead him to
a partial decision when a man’s reputation s at stake. I have
known this man as a leader along lines on which he has im-
pressed himself on the country.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio
yield to the Senator from Arkansas?

Mr. FESH, I yield.

Mr. CARAWAY. I will ask the Benator if Mr. Sumxers did
not disagree to the report of the committee?

Mr. FESS. Mr. Sumwers disagreed with the committee on
just one question.

Mr. CARAWAY. On every question.

Mr. FESS. He disagreed on one question. Mr. KELLER Te-
fused to come before the committee to testify upon the charges
he made, at the same time indicating that he had the facts to
prove them. Mr. SuMm~ers wanted Mr. Keroer subpenaed, but
the committee voted that it was not the proper function of the
committee to subpeena & Member of the House, Mr. SUMNERS
disagreed with the committee on that one point, but agreed with
the committee upon the question of discharging the committee
from further conslderation of the measure.

On that committee sat Governor MoxtAcue. Need I make
any comment on this ex-Governor of Virginia, who was appointed
by Grover Cleveland dlistrict attorney in the Old Dominion
State, who was elected by his people as State’s attorney, a
position which he held for four years; who was elected Gov-
ernor of the State of Virginia, and reelected; stood as a dele-
i{lte at large in the national convention of 1904; came to the

ouse of Representatives, where he was recognized by every-
body, Democrats and Republicans, as one of the fearless men
of that body, and without a doubt to-day he is one of the most
promising, forward-looking, and eminent statesmen of either
branch of Congress? He not only voted to discharge the com-
mittee from further consideration of these charges, seven in
number, but he made an eminent argument on the floor of the
House, pointing out that there was no foundation whatever for
the charges that had thus been made.

Who is there on this floor that would charge that Governor
MonTtacuEe is a partigl-minded man, or that he would render an
unfair decision upon a matter of this sort? It strikes me, my
colleagues, that the Senate is reaching a rather low level. I
hope this is not the school of scandal, I hope it Is not the
sluiceway through which flow all gorts of charges, supported

-and unsupported, to bring discredit in the minds of the public

against public men. 1 sincerely hope that this distinguished
body is not to-day on trial before the public mind, wondering
whether, after all, everybody connected with the Government
13 not erooked, because of irresponsible statements that are
bandied first from one to another and then vice versa. The
United States Senate i{s remembered to-day only by those who
read the textbooks as the forum in which operated the Cal-
houns, the Clays, the Websters, the Sewards, the Shermans,
men of the type whose utterances to-day are commonplace,
read by the children of our land whose only conception of the
United States Senate Is that received from reading those utter-
ances. 1 sincerely hope that the public mind is not being
diverted from the standard reached by this body under the
leadership of such men as have made it distinguished to the
low level where we are not a legislative body, if we judge from
the events of the last two months; we are not a deliberative
body, if I have a right to judge from what I have seen in the
last two months; but we are an inquisition, and we have be-
come a slulceway, and if suspicion is raised against any man
the only qualification is, “ Has he enfered public service?” Has
it come to the point where the only safety is for a man to be a
pauper, a do-nothing, a nonentity ; otherwise he is to lle gllarge"g'

with being subject to the predatory interests of the country
and with undertaking to cover up what ought to be uncovered?
I say, Mr. President, that this proceeding for the last two
months has been a shame and a disgrace to America, and we
ought to be ashamed of such a performance as has gone on.

I absolve certain things that have been done. I want to let
it be known, as 1 have let it be known to the publie, that the
attitude of the senior Senator from Montana [Mr. WaLsu]
is most admirable. He has done a service to the country. The
only thing that was in that joint resolution, for which I voted,
that I wished had come out of it was the preamble. While it
is not my business and not my province and probably not my
privilege to comment upon certain things that I think ought
net to take place in this body, yet 1t seems to me that we
ought mot to permit a resolution to be a means by which the
preamble can drag all sorts of stump speeches into leglslation.
So far as I am concerned, in committee or out, I shall use my
influence to prevent that; and if resolutions coming to the
committees of which I happen to be a member persist in drag-
ging In irrelevant and unauthorized and irresponsible utter-
ances in the form of stump speeches, I shall reserve my right
to vote against the resolution in the committees, and if I am
doing wrong I am ready to resign from the committees.

Legislation should have a certain standard, and it should
not stoop to the level of charging everybody irresponsibly,
and assuming that those charged are guilty, when everybody
knows that the genins of Amerlean liberty is to presume that
the one charged is innocent until he is proved guilty. The
only thing that I did not like in the joint resolution of the
Senator from Montana was the preamble., We could not take
that out; but with it in, rather than be misconstrued as being
opposed to Investigating the legality of these leases, I joined
with other Members here, and voted for it.

Mr. President, what I am saying is not against Investiga-
tions. What I am saying is not against what the Senate did
on the leasing resolution. I have no doubt that had it not
been for the leadership of the distinguished Senator from Mon-
tana [Mr. Warsge], we should have been thrashing out this
thing on this floor, as if the Senate were a mere inguisition;
but he took the lead to say, * This Is not a legislative matter.”
1 use his words. “This is a judicial matter, This is not for
the Senate. This Is for the courts”; and he proceeded upon
that basis, and we all joined him, ready to go to the courts
to determine the legality of these leases. While I am not
golng to prejudge, I shall not be at all surprised if, when the
matter is tested in the courts under the direction of the
strongest legal talent that we could secure—securing one emi-
nent lawyer from Pennsylvania, and a very eminent lawyer
from my own State—I should not be surprised if, when we
go into the legality of those leases, they should be found to
be legal. I mean by that that after all our province is to see
that the court, which is the right process, shall determine the
legality or otherwise of these leases. That we voted for; but
see the limit to which we have come! As soon as that de-
clslon was made, then comes in a resolution to call upon the
President, to direct him or Invite him to ask the withdrawal
of a member of his Cabinet.

Mr. President, the one feature that differentiates the Ameri-
can system from every other government on earth is the coordi-
nate equality of the departments of government. That is the
one thing that distinguishes us from every other government.
Lord Bryce, in his Amerlcan Commonwealth, commented upon
that beyond any other forelgn publicist who is living or has
lived. In that work he said that in the respect that each
government has the legislative, executive, and judicial func-
tlons, we are not different from any other government of
history, for all of them have the three functions. It was
Blackstone who said: * Intelligence to make the laws, good
will to interpret the laws, and power to enforce the laws':
but some governments put the three in one. There you have
a despotism, if the power goes to the executive, Other gov-
ernments put the three in tlie legislative, ns is rapidly coming
to be the ease In Great Britain. Therefore Great Britain in
many respects is more democratic than is our country.

Great Britain’s power, both in legislation and interpretation
and enforcement, is not only in Parliament but it 1s in the
House of Commons. It is America, our Government alone, that
muakes an executive here, a legislative there, a judiclal else-
where, each independent, each interdependent, no one con-
sulting the other in the province of exercising its function.
And yet, with that the very genius of American life, here we
have this body sending to the President a resolution directing
or inviting him to withdraw from his Cabinet a member that
certain people here think can be played upon for political
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purposes. We not only voted for that resolution, but we went
further and voted to send it to the President, inviting him to
give us the spanking that we so well deserved, and that we got.

That is the next step that was taken. Now comes this one—
the step that is pending hera to investigate the Attorney
General,

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. President

The PRESIDING OFFICHER. Does the Senator from Ohio
yield to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. FESS. I yield.

Mr. ADAMS. T should like to ask the Senator whether he
thought the President was acting within his rights when, in
his New York speech, he asked the people of the country to
write to Congress and advise them what they should do in
matters of legislation?

Mr. FESS. I do not know whether the President made any
such statement as that. I heard the speech myself. I do not
now recall any such statement. If he made that statement I
should eriticize it. 1 was one of the men in the other body
who called attention to the tendeney to extend the executive
function over the legislative in the last administration, and I
did it, not because I disliked anyone but, on the other hand,
because I admired greatly the man who was doing it.

This resolution now comes on. I have no objection to it
This is what the Attorney General would like to have done.
He wants the right that is guaranteed to us, that everyone
charged shall have a hearing. I wonder with what interest
our Democratic friends recall the terrific fight that was made
in the Constitutional Convention and immediately afterwards, on
establishing a bill of rights. Only a short while ago I heard a
distinguished Senator make a very eloquent speech that I
greatly enjoyved, and everybody present was edified. In that
speech he exalted the idea of the civil rights bill, and he ac-
curately and authoritatively quoted George Mason, of Virginia,
as the author of the famous civil rights bill that was adopted
even before the Declaration of Independence was adopted.

As he sald, that has come to be the civil rights statement, or
the bill of rights statement. in almost every State constitution
of the 48 States of our great Nation. The civil rights blll was
not put into the Constitution of the United States, A terrific
fight took place as to whether it should be made a part of the
Constitution, Certain elements in the convention said that the
Bill of Righis had no part as an organic portion of the instru-
ment, and they suggested that, instead of making the Bill
of Rights a part of the organfe law, it be submitted in the
form of amendments, and that the States be allowed to pass on
those amendments. Twelve amendments were submitted, 10
of which were adopted, and those 10 are the famous Bill of
Rights which was originally outlined by the great Virginia
statesman and which have been applauded ever since by Demo-
cratic leaders, especially by Thomas Jefferson, who was not a
Member of the Constitutional Convention, but who was a close
student of what was going on,

What is in that Bill of Rights? The very first item is the
right of liberty of religious worship; then the right of liberty
of expression, then liberty of assembly, and liberty of the press.
Then there is a provision that the home shall be protected,
and following that the fifth and sixth amendments, which guar-
antee to anybody charged a presentation of the charges against
him and a trial by an impartial jury.

Members of the Senate, that is fundamental in America ; that
is the very genesis of our institutions; and this body is not
going to deny the right to be heard to one charged with an
offense, Neither will they, T hope, create a committee which
is prejudiced one way or the other so as to defeat the fair, im-
partial trvial of the ease,

I have read the names of those suggested for the committee,
and I have nothing to say against the personnel. I would have
preferred that some one less convinced that there is guilt
already, without any investigation, be placed on it than my
good friend the junior Senator from Montana [Mr. WHEELER],
although I am willing, naturally, to submit to what the Senate
shall do. i

I have absolute confidence in the good faith of and have the
greatest admiration personally for my friend the junior Senator
from Iowa [Mr. BrooxHART], a lovable character; yet he will
not take offense when I say to him that I would prefer to have
the senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] on the com-
mittee, who took exception last night to certain things, for
the reason that my friend from Iowa has been for years con-
nected In his life and thought with certain drifts in industry
which make certain acts of Mr. Daugherty very offensive to
him. I hope that the members of the committee will not be so
prejudiced that fair treatment can not be given, and I hope
I am saying nothing offensive to the Senator from Iowa.

I am not speaking as a partisan of Mr. Daugherty. As those
who know me best know, and those who do net know me so
well will learn, I have never been one of the great admirers of
Mr. Daugherty; but I have never doubted his honesty, I have
never doubted his probity, I have never doubted his integrity,
and, as far as I can, I shall go to the limit to see that he be
given a fair trial. I mentioned the senior Senator from Ne-
braska, because I have known him for so many years; I know
him as a fighter; I know him as a four-fisted fighter, but never
striking below the belt. That Is the reason I hope the senior
Senator from Nebraska may go on this committes.

I shall not resist the resolution. I shall vote for the inves-
tigation to go on, I do, however, want to absolve the committee
in the other House from being a prejudiced committee or ren-
dering a partial decislon. - Certain chargecs were made. They
were gone into, There were 21 members of the commlittee,
which was a standing committee, and one of the biggest in the
House, Every member of the committee was a lawyer, every
one a lawyer of distinetion. They came out of the committee
with a report. One man voted agalnst the resolution to dis-
charge the committee from further action, while the others
stood against the charges being at all established, and therefore
voted to dismiss them.

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OI'FICER. Does the Senator from Ohio
yield to his colleague?

Mr. FESS. T yield.

Mr. WILLIS. Just at that point, does my colleague recall
the vote in the House on the committee report?

Mr. FESS. The vote was 206 to 78, and among the 206 were
a great many Democratic Members.

Mr. ADAMS. Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio
yield to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. FESS. I yleld. :

Mr. ADAMS. Before the Senator concludes I want to verify
for his recollection the portion of the President’s speech in
New York to which I have referred and which appears at page
2384 of the Rrcorp. He siated:

But the people of the Nation must understand that this is their
ficht. They alone can win it. Unless they make their wishes known to
the Congress without regard to party, this bill will not pass. I urge
them to renewed efforts.

Mr. FESS. I state to the Senator from Colorado that I still
question the wisdom of the statement. The Senator will see
that that is only expressing the right of petition, which we find
guaranteed in the first amendment of the Constitution. How-
ever, I doubt the wisdom of the President even faking that
position over the legislative body. I say that frankly; I would
say it against any President.

Mr. ADAMS. May I be permitted to say just a further
word? If the Senator will pardon me, I think that answers in
part the argument he made, that if the President feels that it
is proper to have his opinion not only expressed by himself to
Congress but reinforced by his urging upon the publie, which
certainly is a path which he has laid out, it is not improper
for Congress to follow in expressing their opinion as fto matters
which they have Investigated in order that he might have ihe
benefit of the opinion of Congress, not that Congress is trespass-
ing upon his constitutional powers, but merely expressing to the
President their opinion, based upon matters which the Con-
gress has investigated In the exercise of their constitutional
powers,

Mr. FESS., The Henator from Colorado will recognize that
the Constitution authorizes the President to make his views on
the state of the Union known to the Congress. He does it
gitlier through a written statement, in the form of a message,
or a4 spoken statement from the desk. Everybody admits that
is a proper function. I think most people also would say that
the right of petition could be recommended by the President.
I have my serious doubts as to whether the President should
do it.

Mr. ADAMS., Would the Senator go far enough to say that
the President would have power to have a bill drafted down to
the final dotting of the “{i’s™ and crossing of the *“t's,” and
sent to Congress, and then insist that the country coerce Con-
gress, the legislative body, into passing that particular meas-
ure?

Mr. FESS. I do not know that anybody ever did that ex-
cept President Wilson. I do not suppose anybody else would
do it.

Mr. ADAMS. On my desk is a copy of the Mellon plan, pre-
pared in one of the executive departments and sent here, as I
understand 1t, with the determined effort that the bill shall
be passed Just as drawn and just as submitfed to Congress.




3392

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

Marow 1,

Mr. FESS. I would say te the Senator from (Colorade that1
if it passes just as it was drafted, it will not be because it was
written by the Secretary of the Treasury or recommended by
the President; it will be the judgment of the House and Sen-
ate, in their decision, and then the President has the legisla-
tive function, if he wants to exercise it, either to sign or vete
the bill. That, in my judgment, is the legitimate course to
be pursued by both Congress and the Ixeemtive.

Mr. WALSH ef Massachusetts. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohlo
yleld to the Benater from Massachusetts?

Mr. FESS. I yield

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetis. The Senator has mnade a
very severe arraignment of the Senate. I never have heard a
worse one. He has sald that the proceedings In this body for
the last two months have been disgraceful and scandalous.
Granting that, I hope the Senator will not take his seat until
he admits that the proceedings disclosed before the Committee
en Publie Lands and Surveys were scandalous and disgraceful,
and perhaps the Senate had some reason for its cenduct, con-
sidering the subject matter it had to deal with.

Mr. FEBS. -1 would say to the ator from Massachusetts
that if he wants to be regular and deliberative he will wait
for the report of the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys
and then aet upon their report. He will not drag in a lot of
unsubstantiated rumors and undertake to establish the facts
by a mere whispering campaign, as this thing has become.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Was not the resolution we
adopted reported from the Committee on Public Lands and
Buarveys?

Mr. FESS. It was.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Does not everybody in the
eountry know that for the first time in years a Cabinet officer
has corruptly transferred ble assets of the Govern-
ment? Why does not the SBenator denounce those responsible
for the public scandals instead of reflecting on the conduct of
the Benate?

Mr. FESS. The Senator is gratuitous in that. He says
“ everybody knows.” If everybody knows, why should we have
the investigation? We are waiting for the proper procedure
in a court of justice to determine the facis, and when those
facts are in, then the Senator can make his speech, and he
probably will revise his utterances.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Does anybod{zudlspnta now
that a member of the Cabinet received money improperly for
transferring assets of the Government to private interests?
Does the Senator dispute that? Does he want more evidence
along that line? The Senator apparently has no words of
condemnation for the fraud and corruption that has caused
the Senate to act.

Mr. FESS. I would say to the Senator from MassaPhusefts
that when we reach the polnt of saying “ Does anybody dispute
it?” I do net dispute it, but I do not assert it. Neither can
the Senator assert it until the facts are all in.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. My purpose in asking the
Benator the question was to have him at least find some justi-
fication to the body of which he is a Member for the conduct he
describes, in view of the disclosures which have shocked the
country, and which naturally would be reflected here by very
sharp, intense, and bitter debate.

Mr. FESS. Mr., President, in all matters of this kind the
_difficulty is that a man’s views are always colored by the thing
in which he is interested and the subject that iz being dis-
cussed. We can not view the situation throughout the coun-
try from Washington. We can not view it from the Senate
There is not & man here who knows the sitnation throughout
the country. Let me f{llustrate what 1 mean.

Here is a letter, only one letter of many that come to my
desk, asking, “ What is the situation in the Senate?" In part,
the letter reads:

It occurs to me that a lot of SBenators have & serious case of hysteria,
and are exploiting themselves in a way that would better become a
corner grocer than what should be a dignified Semator., This iz also
true in gome respects of the other body. It is exasperating to the men
of the conntry to witness such an exhibition of petty politics as now
disgraces both the SBenate and the House. Thls is the time for ex-
bibitions of some common sense.

That is only one letter coming from men of balanced minds
who believe that the Senate of the United States is to-day on
trial. I need no further evidence than the testimony of men
who slt In this body who are being thoroug! disgusted with
what is going on from day to day, and it is en sldes of the
Chamber, It seems to me that it 18 about time for the Senats

of the United States to get back to something like the Qonstitu-
tion that created it. Bo far as I can go, I propose to vote for

the Investigation, and I also will vote for the prosecution to the
very limit of anyone found to be guilty, but I will not allow
any manufactured clamor nor any petty polities nor any or-
ganized political régime to lead me to vote against the integrity
of a man and assassinate his reputation without his having
first a trial. That is un-American, and we ought to be ashamed
of such procedure.

Mr, CARAWAY. Mr. President, one shudders to think of
what would have happened te the Senate if the distinguished
Senator [Mr. FEss] who has just taken his seat had not come
here. All intfelligence and all decency reside with him. All
sense of propriety he possesses, and both sides of the Senate
are devold of the dignity they should have and the sense of
justice that should actuate them, and therefore, like the school-
master, he reads the Senate a lecture.

But I want to say that nobody ever heard of the Benator from
Ohio lecturing the Senate except when the Benate was trying
to presecute criminals, and criminals that belong to his party.
His first speech in the Senate is to defend the Attorney General,
because that is all it means, It ig to lecture the Senate so that
it shall pack the juory. I think everybody understands the Sen-
ator from Ohio and his purpose in reading the Senate a lecture
this morning.

He read the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] a lecture
about diseussing the Judiciary Commiitee of the House as not
being guite falr and undertoek to show that it was fair and
eulogized the membership of that committee. I served six years
on that committee. He began by saying—and that is as near
the truth as anything else he said—that Mr. Volstead was a
Ereat lawyer. God bless your soul, Volstead could not get a

cense to practlce law anywhere unless by walving his exami-
nation. I know something of Volstead. If he were now a
Member of the House, I could not discuss him; but to call him a
great lawyer is such a flight of imagination that even the
Benator from Ohlo, I should have thought, would have paused
a minute before he paid that tribute.

It may be that the Senate is hysterical. If it is, it is hysteri-
cal in trying to see that crime shall be punished and the peo-
ple’s property protected. Only two Senaters on the other side
are hysterical, Iike the Senator from Ohlo, in seeing that
nobody is punished and no public property restored. He ven-
tured the assertion that the contract made by Fall to Binclair
was legal, and even that Deheny and Sinclair were vightfully
in possession of Teapot Dome and reserve No. 1. Now, we are
apt to find out that Fall, who will not tell where he got the
money and first told a deliberate falselhood about it, had an
absolute right to sell our naval reserves and sold them legally,
and that Sinclair and Doheny had a right te buy them. The
people would get a fair trial with a jury of such distingunished
men as the Senator from Ohio. The public rights would be
preserved and criminals would tremble with that kind of an
apologist in the Benate for men who corrupt public officials
and for corrupt considerations sell the publie property and
endanger the very life of America by selling every drop of oil
that was to steam our ships in time of war.

We are to hear a lecture of the Senate upon prepriety. Oh,
you know if we all bad sueh propriety, the people would have
some right, indeed, to suspect the Senate did not function, as
the Senator from Ohfo said. I am sure the Senator from Ohio
would entirely approve of what is now disclosed to be a faet,
that the Department of Justice turned over the secret code so
that the criminals who were being pursued might keep in touch
with the Department of Justice and by it be protected.

I should say that the Senator from Ohlip could find no more
appropriate occasion to rise than In view of that disclosure.
He says he wants to vouch for the absolute integrity and high
character of Mr. Daugherty, and here we are confronted with
the fact that not only did Mr. Dangherty do nothing to help
fathom the crookedness of public officials, to help restore public
fmperty stolen from the public, but he, on the other hand,
ent positive ald by loaning the secret code of the Department
of Justice to the criminals in Florida to communicate with
criminals in the Department of Justice so that no investigution
could be had and no disclosures had. TUpon that disclosure
the Senator from Ohio rose and said the Senate was hysterical
and the Attorney General honest. That sort of recommenda-
tion ought to go a long way with everybody. I do not know
and the public does not know what all the facts are.

Even Mr. Wile, who is the mouthplece of the President gince
he got & cup of coffee and a sandwich on the Mayflower onse
day, is out in an article this morning—and I hope the Seuator
from Ohio will read him a lecture for being hysterical—saying
that Cautious Cal is also growing nervous, because under the
headline, “ The President will strike soon for clean régime,”
Mr. Wile has the followlng to say:
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Calvin Coolidge within a comparatively few weeks will take action
in connection with current events at Washington designed to justify
the confidence which he feels the eountry has in him.

A few weeks? How many weeks nobody knows, but some-
time, when the eautious President shall have waked up, he is
going to say something. Oh, I wish the Senator from Ohio
would go down there and say, * Now, Mr. Coolidge, do not get
hysterical. Take your time. Do not be swept away by the
hysteria or by thieves stealing the public property, but wait.
Oh, wait a few months, and after awhile the thing may blow
over,” because that is the hope of those people who are talking
about hysteria now. The artlcle goes on a little further and
says:

To nobody, not even his most intimate advisers, has the Presldent
thus far confided the nature of the step he will take, Only so much
can be sald—

Here is where the hysteria comes—

and it is stated on high authority that before May 1, or perhaps much
sooner than that, Mr. Coolidge will resort to measures of a positive
kind.

I am so glad that he is not going to be swept away by that
hysteria that so excites my friend from Ohio. He is going to
take until May 1, but nobody knows what he is going to do. In
the meantime he sits in the White House and leaves unan-
swered the statement that in this Important investigation the
man who was in the worst of it should have easy and quick
access to the White House, because In a telegram sent from
Washington one of the reasons urged for putting the private
wire of Mr. Mcl.ean was “so that you may have quick and
easy access to the White House.” i

They put in charge of that wire the man who was in charge
of the confidential wire in the White House, so that there could
be no misunderstanding. The same man handles both messages,
and he will know what MecLean says to Fall and what Fall
said to Mr. Slemp after he went to Florida, and for what pur-
pose Slemp was going. They even sent a code message to say
to Mr. McLean in Florida that the Senator from Montana [Mr.
Warsu] is taking the 10.35 traln. Not a thing could happen
but what they were informed. and in order to make the matter
absolutely quick and sure they say, “ Youn put in a private
wire, and you will have guick and certain connection with the
White House"

Oh, if it were not for exciting the distinguished Senator
from Ohio to the same kind of hysteria that he so much con-
demns and so aptly illustrates, I would like for the President to
say whether or not he had any communication with those peo-
ple in Florida. I think he owes it to 100,000,000 of American
people, who are swept, as the Senator from Ohio said, by hys-
teria, to say whether there is anything in the statement that
“We want the private wire so we can have quick and easy
communication with the White THouse.”

I want to know—and I know the Senator from Ohio con-
demng me for asking the question—what right Mr, McLean has
to have “ quick and easy” access to the White House when he
was shielding as best he could a eriminal that he knew to be a
criminal? 1 would like to know, if it Is not too agltating to
the Senator from Ohio, who Is afraid everyone is going to grow
hysterieal except himself, why the Attorney General should
turn over the seeret code to enable eriminals and their ailders
and abettors to frame a defense? The Senator from Ohio will
tell me to wait until the committee shall report.

I remember that same argument was made when I introduced
a resolutiog to cancel the leases. The distinguished Senator
from Wisconsin [Mr. Lexroor] said that it was a reflection on
the committee and ought not to be urged at that time. I know
he thought it, but I know, also, that after awhile everybody
got interested and even those gentlemen who abhor hysteria
voted for a resolution to employ lawyers to try to ecancel the
Jeases which the Senator from Ohlo now feels are legal. I will
say to the Senator from Ohio that I would have the courage of
my hysteria. I would not have voted for the resclution to have
canceled a lease T thought was legal. T would not have stulti-
fled myself. I would have been the one outstanding Senator in
the Senate. I would have rigen in my place and said to the
country, “I think this transaction between Fall and Sinclair
was proper; I think Fall ought to have sold the leases; I think
* he ought to have heen paid for them, and since I believe that
I will not be hysterieal; I will be courageous; I will show the
country what a Senator ought to be. I vote ‘no.”” But the
Senator did not do it. He swallowed it absolutely, preamble
and all, and to-day is the first time that the waiting country
ever knew that the Senator from Ohlo did not believe in the
preamble as much as he believed In the resolution.

Oh, it is so wrong for the Senator from Ohlo, on whose words
the country hangs, to have concealed from the public all these
weeks that he did not believe those contracts were conceived in
fraud and carried out In iniquity. He did not believe in the
resolution for which he voted, and he did not believe that the
hysteria that swept the Senate, which is asking for fair play,
asking for justice, ought to be heeded. He read a letter from
somebody, whose name I do not believe he gave to the Senate,
commending hls course. I will wager that the man said, * Don't
tell on me, because nobody belleves it when I say that the people
are condemning the Senate for being honest and upholding the
Attorney General for being a crook.”

I am not going to discuss very much more the committee’s
action in the House in whitewashing Mr. Daugherty. There I3
not much to say about it. I am entirely familiar with the
personnel of the committee. I do know what Mr. WoobprU¥FF, a
gentleman that did more than the Senator from Ohio ever did
in his life and got every vote in his district when he ran for
Congress, sald about it. Of course I was on the committee at
one time, but I got off of it.

Oh, I know what Mr. WoobrUFF said. 1 consulted with him,
as I did with other people. He said they would not hear
Kerrer ; and I know, if the newspaper stories may be belleved—
and I do not see any reason why they may not be—it never was
an investigation of Daugherty, but it was a browbeating process
of destroying Kerrer. Then the chairman wanted to put
KErLer on trial because he would no longer submit to a heckling
that no self-respecting white man would submit to.

However, this is one of the smoke screens about which the
senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Wirris] talked so much yester-
day as being thrown up. I should like the distinguished Sen-
ator from Ohio, when he gefs over his hysteria, to tell the
Senate what this telegram means. It was sent by Bennett to
McLean and is dated January 29, 1924:

Saw principal; delivered message. He says greatly appreciates and
sends regards to you and Mrs. McLean,

Now listen to this:

There will be no rocking of boat and no resignation.
redaction from unwarranted political attack.

Who is the “principal”? Who knows whether there will be
any resignations or not? Who knows there will be *no rocking
of boat”? Without so much agitating the Senator from Ohio,
who knows everything and modestly admits it, I should like for
him to say who is the “principal.” Who is it that knew that
nobody was going to be put out of the Cabinet? Who knew
that nobody was going to * rock the boat,” and who was praying
that this political agitation, this hysteria, would soon pass
away? *

I say, Mr. President, If it 18 hysteria which has swept the
country, every honest man except the Senator from Ohio should
thank God that hysteria swept the Senate one fime, because if
it had not been for the hysteria in the Senate there would have
been no disclosure of the treason on the part of the former
Secretary of the Interfor, Mr. Fall; for everybody knows that
the Attorney General, if he had been in possession of the
facts would not have done it, because he permitted his agent,
Mr. Burns, to turn over to the friends of the accused the
private code and inform them of every step that was being
taken and instructed them to be very cautious. They sent a
wire down there, “ Dd not even mention ‘peaches’' or *apri-
cots’ or ‘pears’ in anybody's presence for fear somebody will
know that you have got the code.” That is what it means.
“We have given you this code now, and don't go around talk-

He expects

ing, lest somebody should find out that you have it." They
mention “ducks.,” I guess that was hysteria. They started
talking about *“ducks” and “peaches” and “pears” and

“apples” and sending code messages.
Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from

Arkansas yield fo the Sentaor from Montana?

Mr. CARAWAY. 1 yield.

Mr. WHEELER. Does not the Senator know that the man
who is referred to as Duckstein {8 the private and confidential
secretary of Mr. McLean?

Mr. CARAWAY. No; I did not know that.

Mr. WHEELER. Does the Senator know that Mrs. Duck-
stein was, up until about December, the confidential secretary
for William J. Burns and is now an operative in the Depart-
ment of Justice?

Mr. CARAWAY. I hope the Senator from Montana is not
trying to sweep me into hysteria. [Laughter.] Mr. Rochester
is the private secretary and ‘publicity agent for the Attorney
General, is he not?

Mr. WHEELER.

I think so.
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Mr. CARAWAY. And he sends messages. Of course, that
is entirely proper; we have never heard the Senator from Ohio
object to that at all. There is no hysteria in the department
protecting crooks. It is only hysteria when the people try to
regain their property and to punish criminals, That is
hysteria.

Mr. NEELY. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Benator from
Arkansas yield to the Senator from West Virginia?

Mr. CARAWAY. I yleld

Mr. NEELY. .Does the Senator from Arkansas In saying
that “that i{s proper” mean that it is proper to “play ducks
and drakes” with the Department of Justice?

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator knows it is worse than that,
but that meets the approval of the Senator from Ohilo [Mr.
Fese], I am sure, because the Senator from West Virginia can
not be unmindful that the Senate, including the Senator from
West Virginia, has been leetured by the Senator from Ohlo as
being irresponsible and hysterical and a disgrace and a shame
and infamous, and in the same breath, almost, he smiles and
said, “ I have known the Attorney General and he is a man of
upright charaeter and unimpeachable integrity.”

Mr. WHEELER. And “as clean as a hound’s tooth.”

Mr. CARAWAY. It was the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr.
Wirris] who characterized the Attorney General as being “as
clean: as a hound’s tooth.” The two Senators from Ohlo are
not hysterical. - Oh, no; they are not subject to hysteria; but
they certainly are agitated when there Is any effort made to
find out what is Mr. Daugherty’s connection with this matter.
I defy either one of them to point out a single aet of hig, or
to ecall attention to a single word that he ever uttered that
helped in any way to uncover the sale of public preperty or
to forward in any manner the investigation to ascertain, first,
to what extent the corruption extends, and, secondly, to punish
the people who are guilty of the offense.

It is not hysterla when one takes that side of if; when one
stands with Fall and McLean and the Attorney General and
helps them, as the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Neery]
gays, to “play duocks and drakes” with the people’s rights.
That is manifesting statesmanship; that Is standing by the
Constitution, the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McEKEiTAR]
suggests, having in mind, probably, the touching lecture which
the Senator from Ohlo gave us a moment ago about the Bill
of Rights. If it were not for probably being suspected of being
hysterical, I should like to move some time that the Senate have
night schiools and get the junior Senator from Ohlo to read us
a Jecture on the Bill of Righis and the protection which ought
to be thrown around crooked officials when they are found
betraying their country. He would be a very apt teacher, I
am sure.

Mr. STANLEY. The fourth amendment to the Constitution
is a part of the Bill of Rights.

Mr. CARAWAY. Yes; but the Senator from Kentucky must
not talk about the Constitution; he has not been constituted
the guardian of the Constitution; he has not the proper view-
point; he believes that crime is crime and that people who
betray their country are guilty of wrongdoing; he is subjeet
to hysteria; he must sit at the feet of the Senator from Ohio
and learn to look with dispassion upon traltors and with ap-
proval upon the betrayal of publie trust and spread the mantle
of charity over every criminal, provided the eriminal is from
Ohio—and there will be a pretty large mantle needed.
‘[Laughter.]

REPLYING TO SENATOR FESS OF OHIO,

Mr. HEFLIN., Mr, President, the people of the counfry who
are really interesfed in what some Senators are trying to do
here to prevent corruption in IFederal office in the future and
to punish those now in office who are guilty of corrupt eonduct
wil read with interest and approval the able and timely
speech -of the Benator from Arkansas [Mr. Caraway]. The
Senator from Ohio [Mr, Fess] scolds the Senate and lectures
the Senate, as the Senator from Arkansas has said, and severely
criticizes the Senate for what has been transpiring here for the
last two or three months, as he puts it. I believe the Senator
from Ohio referred to the proceedings as being disgraceful

Mr. President, it s unpleasant to us to have to go into the
very disgraceful eonditions that have been uncovered among
Republican officials high in authority. But semebody has got
to do it. A grave responsibility rests upon every Senator in
this body. The Department of Justice, the President admits,
would not function properly, and so he employed two attorneys
to represent the Government in the oil-scandal eases. The Sen-
ate of the United States, the Senator from Ohio ineladed,
authorized the selection of two attorneys outside of the De-

partment of Justice to represent the Government. That act
was a reflection upon Mr. Daugherty; that was a confession
on the part of the Senate and the President that he was not
the proper man to represent the Government in these eases. -
If the Department of Justice will not function and if the
President feels that it is necessary to employ eounsel outs de
to represent the Government and the Senate feels that way
about it, the country is justified in asking, Why does the Presi-
dent continue fo keep Mr. Daugherty at the head of the De-
Ea.rtment of Justice? What are we to do when officlals accept
ribes? What are we to do when they betray their trusts?
Are we to sit here under such shameful conditions with folded
hands and sealed lips and do nothing? Mr. President, if we
did that the country would have good reason for saying the
Senate itself is corrupt; but, thank God, there are Senators
here who are foot-loose and free to fight to a finish the bhig,
 crooked interests and those that they corrupt in hizh office.

I know that it Is disagreeable to the intensely partisan spivit
of the Senator from Ohlo te hear coming out day by day ihese
astounding facts that involve the Republican administration.
It Is onpleasant and disagreeable to the Senator from Ohio
to hear here day after day startling and astounding facts
brought out that disclose scandal and corruption in the very
citadel of the Republican Party. But 111 does it become him
in the face of the mighty facts already disclosed to undertake
to lecture Senators who have the decency and the courage to
fight crookedness and corruption wherever found.

The Senator from Ohlo says that it is bad for the children

of the country to read about the terrible things that are being
discussed here. T confess that it is bad for them. Yes, in-
deed, unfortunate for them and all the people of the United
States that conditions are so rotten as to make it necessary fo
discuss them. They are reading about it not becanse of any
wrongdeoing on the part of the Senators whose duty it is to
discuss it but becnuse of the crooked and corrupt conduct of
unfit and unfaithful Republican officials. But for the dis-
graceful conduct of Denby and Fall, two members of the Re-
publican Cabinet, and others connected with this national
seandal, there would be no oceasion for worry about what the
youth of the country may read or not read concerning the
debates that take place in this body. The Senator from Ohio
need not think that the Senate will permit Republican officials
to prove unfaithful and be corrupt in office and get away with
it because, forsooth, the children of the country might read
about the discovery and punishment of ¢rooks In office.  The
way to keep wholesome newspaper articles before the eyes of
the ehildren of the country is to place men in office 8o clesn
and honest that they would not stoop to do an unclean and
dishonest thing.
. That is what we are striving for. That is why we are
storming the ramparts of this administration. That is why we
are pulling the curtains aside day by day and showing the
awful, rotten condition that has been kept hid right in the
strongholds of the Republican Party.

The Senator from Ohio speaks of eertain Senatars here who
are being disgusted by the discussions that take place In this
Chamber. Well, if there are those who are diszusted, T sug-
gest that they reslgn. I think the country would be helped if
seme that I know should resign. T really do not think it wounld
Injuriously affect the country. The Senator who is disgusted
becanse we are going into these unpleasant things and are try-
ing to get at the truth for the good of the eountry, for the
- preservation of our free institutions, is not the right kind of
| Senator; I will say that to the Senator from Ohio. It micht
be well to spend a little time lecturing on that line—on respect
for our oath of office and our duty to our country.

Why, of course, these discussions are not pleasant to the
junior Senator from Ohio. The Senator is a very intense Re-
publican partisan, and I know it must annoy and irritate him
to see the Republican Party expiring in a Iagoon of oll—to see
these awful disclosures that permeate nearly every branch of
the Government under Republican econtrol. I know that it
must pain him deeply, but he owes it to his country to help
us to run down and punish every official erook in the country.
I would not try to give Mr. Daugherty a clean bill of health
before the committee is even selected to investigate him. I
would let it be selected, and then let Mr. Daugherty go before
it, and I want him to have a fair trinl. The Senator objects
to the proposed personnel of the committee. He would not
have the junlor Senator from Montana [Mr. WaeerLer] on it
and he would not have the junior Senator from Towa [Mr.
BrooxEarT] on it

1 suppose he would like to have a little pink-tea performance

staged or a little sewing cirele arranged, We want to go affer
ithe facts in this thing, We want the truth brought out. We
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want somebody to make this investigatlon: who has the coura
and moral stamina to get at the truth and the whole trut
We want somebody to do it who has the ability and disposition
to do it. We want somebody to do it whose hands ean mot in
any way be tied by sinister influences from any source and
who can not be made to tread softly when approaching facts
that ought to come out but that will involve somebody else,
either on the inside or outside, high In the counclls of the
Republican Party.

Why, eertainly the Senator from Ohie Is disgusted. He says
we have become mnot a deliberative body but an inqulsition.
What are you golng to do when your Department of Justlce,
established for the purpose of looking after the enforcement of
1asw, looking after the apprehending and punishing of eriminals,
falls down; when the head of it himself is arraigned and
charged with reprehensible conduct? What are you to do—
wait for the department itself to funection against itself?

If a polieceman shoeuld hold you up and rob you and you
should report him, and those in authority should refer you to
‘the policeman and tell you to take it up with him, would gm
feel that you were going to have a fair deal? When the De-
partment of Justice is charged with doing things that we are
going to try to stop, if you write to the President and he refers
the matfer to the Department of Justice, you have to deal
then with the very people you are charging with having done
things that were wrong. In a situation like that, whose busl-
ness is it to investigate? It is the business. of this: branch of
the lawmaking body or the other branch, the people’s House of'
Representatives.

Of course these discussions are unpleasant to the Senator
from Ohlo. They no doubt cause him to have bad dreams and
also some other Republicans.

I criticized the Senator fromy Wisconsin [Mr. LExrooT] yes-
terday for visiting Mr. Fall in his apartment with the Senator
from Utah [Mr. Saoor] without telling the other members of
the committee, and the effort was made here yesterday to show
that the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Lensoor] had done
everything he could to help bring out the faets, to go to the
bottom of things in question, when the Senator from Wiscon-
sin himself voted against permitting Senater WarsH to ask
Sinclair certain questions in the development of the case.
Here it is, right in the record before me.

The Senator from Montana [Mr. Wansu] demanded that
Sinclair answer these questions., The Senator from Wisconsin
[Mr. Lexeoor], the chairman of the committee, opposed mak-
ing him answer the questions. The roll was called. The Sen-
ator from Montana voted to make him answer. The Senator
from Colorado [Mr. ApAms], another member of the committee,
and the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Lapn], and one other,
four against three, I believe, and he was compelled to answer.
The Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] voted against making
Sinclair answer.

T suppose the Senator from Ohlo Is disgusted when the chair-
man of the committee that is itself investigating this thing has
these things brought out in debate In the Senate. It is very
unpleasant, no doubt. As I said yesterday, we are having to do
a lot of things that are unpleasant. Well, we have a duty to
perform here, a duty fo the country. Ought we to leave thesa
things covered up? Ought we to let them stay in the com-
mittee room, as the Senator from Ohio suggests, and never
bring themv out until at some distant day a final report may
be made?

No; that is not my iden as to the way it should be done, Mr.
President, Tet public opinion—enlightened public opinion—
begin to get in ifs work, because, God knows, a house cleaning
is needed in Washington. Crooks must be driven out; erimi-
nals must be apprehended and punished; the Governmenf must
be cleansed and preserved. It makes no difference what indi-
vidual suffers for his erooked conduct, If each one of us when
he goes from here can look back and say, with his hand on his
heart and his eyes lifted toward the skyland and the stars, “ I
have been faithful; I have discharged my duty to my country.”

Mr, President, that {s the thing that a public man ought to
strive to be able to say; but some people seem to think that if
they can serve some big interest and by being their agents accu-
mulate some of this world’s goods and be accounted rich, that
{liat is the goal to be sought. It Is not mine. It is not that
of many that I know in this body, I am glad to say.

That is not all, Mr. President. The Senator from Wisconsin
[Mr. Lenroor] on September '3, 1919, in a speech here said:

I am very frank to say that I do not believe it is possible for the
Government, irrespective of any questions which are pending here, ever
to maintain naval reserve No. 2 as a naval reserve. If we get these
claims, the only way to save the oil for the Government is to take it
out of the ground from the wells that are now existing there.

That i{s entirely pleasing to Deheny. That is the position
that he takes; and as far back as 1919 the Senator from Wis-
consin held this view, and he is now the chairman of this inves-
tigating committee.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. HEFPLIN. Certainly.

Mr. LENROOT. That is reserve No. 2. Does the Senator
know that every officer of the Navy agrees with that statement,
and everybody else, so far as I know? i

Mr. HEFLIN. I do not know that. I know that all the
officers of the Navy except Robison were opposed to transferring
the naval reserves and that Robisen was the man picked out to
pass on it—the very man who was friendly to what Denby
wanted to do and what Fall wanted to do and what Doheny and
Sineclair wanted to do. He, of all men, was picked out to do
this thing. The whole Navy rose up in arms against the trans-
fer of these oil reserves, but this man Robison was plcked out,
and they got his opinlon, and hls opinlon was expressed after
Doheny had called on him on his ship and had.spent some time'
with him very pleasantly.

I do not know. The Senator says that the naval officers
agree with this. I am reminding the Senate of his position on

oil proposition as far back as 1919,

I want to bring another thing to the attention of the Senate.
It will probably be disgusting to the Senator from Ohio.

On another occasion the guestion was up whether Mr. MeLean.:
should come and testify. By the way, the Senator from Wis:
consin on yesterday claimed. that he had done everything ha.
could to get him there; that he was under subpena new, and
all that. If my recollection serves me right, when the matter
eame up as to whether they would have him come or accept
merely a written statement that he might write out and send
in to the committee, the Senator from Wisconsin voted to let himx
write out and send in the statement.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala-
bama yield to the Senator from Wisconsin?

Mr. HEFLIN. I do.

Mr. LENROOT. Will not the Senator read the record upon
that point? Will he not be accurate enough to say to the
Senate that the guestion was whether Mr. McLean should be .
excused fromr coming for a period of at least two weeks, and
then the committee would determine the question? If the Sena-
tor will read the record, he will see that the Senator from
Wisconsin voted to take the sworn statement with the state-
ment that when the committee received that statement it would
then determine whether it would proceed further in requiring
his personal presence.

Mr. HEFLIN. I will look up that statement to get it abso-
lutely accurate, Mr. President. I remember the incident, and
I was correct in the view that the Senator from Wisconsin
favored taking the written statement at that time. He states.
that he coupled with it the statement that Mr, McLean was to
appear later; but he has not appeared yet, and I am very
anxious for him to appear.

Now, I want to bring another thing to the attention of the
Senate. It may also be disgusting to the Senator from Ohio.
That is that the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Lexroor] made
the statement to the committee over which he presides that he
saw no necessity for Secretary Fall coming before the com-
mittee. Here was the man of all men who ought to have been
interrogated. This ig the man that the Senator from Wiscon-
sin called on in his apartment with the Senator from Utah
[Mr. Samoor]; and this is what occurred, the Senator from
Wisconsin speaking:

With reference to Secretary Fall, I want to make this statement:
When this testimony came In about the purchase of the ranch I then
indicated to BSenator SwmooT;, who was then chairman of the cem-
mittee, that Mr. Fall should appear before the committee. My only
polut was that tliere should be a disclosure of the method by which
the purchase was made. That disclosure having been made, I do' not
think of any reasom why he shouid appear before the committee.

Mr, LENROOT. Mr, President, will not the Senator read the
rest of it?

Mr. HEFLIN. That Is all of it I have here in the Recon.

Mr. LENROOT. Noj; there is more there.

Mr. HEFLIN. I am reading from the speech of the Senator
from Celorado [Mr. Apams].

Mr. LENROOT. If the Senator will read the record he will
find that the Senator from Mentana [Mr. WaLsH], immedlately
preceding that statement, made the statement that he did not
desire to press it himself; and he will find that I, in the state-
ment the Senator is now reading, stated that if the Senator
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from Montana did not care to press it, Mr. Fall having made
the disclosure, I saw no reason for his appearing.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr, President, I differ with the Senator about
that. Why should he not be summoned? He is charged with
having transferred this property, worth billions of dollars, to
Doheny and Sineclair. Of all men, it seems to me he ought to
have been called and Interrogated, and here was a move made
to let him off and not call him in at all. I do not know whether
this was bhefore or after the visit to Fall's apartment.

I merely ecall these things to the attention of the Senate be-
cause of the statement of the Senator yesterday that he was
doing everything he could to get at all the facts. I recall
another statement, though I ean not put my finger on it just
. now, where the junlor Senator from Wisconsin stated that up
to that time he had not suggested a single witness. 1 will get
that statement, so that it will be absolutely accurate.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala-
bama yield to the Senator from Wisconsin?

Mr. HEFLIN. I do.

Mr. LENROOT. I eall the Senator's attention to the remarks
of the Senator from Montana made yesterday. He said:

Mr, Fall went to El Paso. He was there when the witnesses from
New Mexico told their story about the gudden rise in afluence of Mr.
Fall and his expenditure of approximately $200,000, as 1t was traced to
him, when he had not had money enough to pay his taxes for 10 years.
Of course, that testimony was startling In its character, and the Sena-
tor from Wisconsin rightly recites that forthwith, In what seemed to
me something like consternation, because both he and the Senator from
Utah had up to that time exhibited the most implicit confidence In Mr,
Fall, he gaid that this information should be given to Senator Fall at
once, and he should be invited to come before the committee. I said in
that connection that in my Judgment he should be apprised at once of
the information, but that he should be left to judge for himself whether
he ghould come or not.

Mr. HEFLIN. Whose statement was that?

Mr. LENROOT, The statement of the Senator from Mon-
tana [Mr, WaLsH].

Mr. HEFLIN. Then, Mr. President, I disagree with the
Senator from Montana on that. I would have summoned him.
Of all men, Fall himself should have been called then and
questioned by this ecommittee, and I can not understand how an
investigation would be complete without examining the man
himself who had accepted money, who had been paid for the
thing he had done, permitted to roam around the country undis-
turbed, at large, not even calling him before the committee.

1 am reminded that at the time the Newberry case was up
we critlcized some members of the investigating committee then
for not even inviting him to appear before the committee. It
was shown in the debate that they had not even asked him to
come before the committee and make a statement. The pro-
tection of party ought never to be indulged in to the hurt and
injury of the country. Why should such treatment be accorded
these big rich fellows?

We would not do that for the ordinary man. He would be
brought in; if necessary, a policeman would bring him in, and
he would be seated there, and he would be interrogated, and
in right severe fashion In many instances. But Mr, Fall is
going away. I think he is now down on his ranch, which he
has improved so much with the thousands and thousands of
dollars he got out of this corrupt transaction.

One other thing, Mr. President, in reply to the Senator from
Ohio, I want this whole thing to be made so odious that no
public official In the future will ever dare do such a thing. I
want fathers and mothers of the country to be able to say to
their children, “ Yes; these things have been going on, but it is
right and proper to expose them and to tell the truth concern-
ing them, They got some bad men in office. The situation is
humiliating and shameful, and It is right to clean it up. The
Senators are cleaning it up, and it will have a wholesome and
far-reaching effect, It will help to get good men in office in the
future and benefit the Government now by letting unfaithful
officials know that their days are numbered.” Of course, good
is going to come from it,

But the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Fess] suggested in his effort
at scolding the Senate this morning that it was all disgusting
to him. Disgusting to bring out facts? What are we here
for—just to sit around and let things go on, and say, “If we
bring it to the attention of the public it might disturb some
child who will read about it in the newspapers?”

No, Mr, President; let the children be taught from their
childhood up that there are two kinds of people—one class
honest and upright and fearless; another class crooked, cor-
rupt, and cowardly—and just as sure as there are good and

evil In the world, there are people whose conception of right
and justice is one way and people who look and feel the con-
trary way.

When the latter, the bad ones, get Into office you are bound
:o tlmd out just who and what they are, because the Bible says
ruly:

By their fruits ye shall know them,

Now we are going after this Investigation. We are golng to
get at the facts, and I want to say that this committee does
not have the final say. This committee will bring in its find-
ings. It makes the investigation and it will report to the
Senate. There may be a majority report and a minority re-
port, and both reports will be discussed and thrashed out
before and by the Senate itself.

The effort to give Mr. Daugherty a clean bill of health be-
fore the investigation is had, It seems to me, is a little prema-
ture. I think it would have been better for the Senator from
Ohlo to have made hls remarks to the committee or after-the
committee reports its findings.

I want to submit this statement in that connection: Why
is it that the President permits Mr. Daugherty to remain in
office? Why does Mr. Daugherty want to remain in office?
Are these his reasons? Does he want to stay in possession of
all the correspondence until the hearing is finished? Does he
want to remain Attorney General so that all the officers and
agents under him would not want to testify against their chief?
Oh, Mr. President, I suggest to fhe Senator from Ohio that
those are the disgusting things.

Why does he not go to the White House and say to the
President, *“ Mr. President, I want to relieve you and I want
to be relieved. I want an investigation and I want to resign,
with the understanding that if I am found innocent you will
immediately reappoint me Atwmorney General. Why does he
not do that? Why does he stay where he can keep his hand on
all the correspondence? Why does he remain where the officers
under him are intimidated and feel embarrassed to testify
against their chief?

If he will not do that, why will not the President ask for
his resignation, so that these various ¢ ‘ents of the department
may he free, and can stand up and testify as they would like
to testify, and as I bel’>ve many of them will testify if they
have the opportunity, free and unfettered.

This is the Government’s business. It is not a political party
matter. It should not be. This investigation ought to be made
in the interest of right and justice and truth, and we ought to
have in mind always in all of these things the good of the
country. That is my position in it, Mr. President, and however
unpleasant it may be to the Senator from Ohlo, however dis-
gusted he may become day by day and week by week, these
facts are going to be given to the people. They are entitled
to know the facts, for this is their Government; we are their
servants, and when we, speaking for them, find a erooked and
corrupt eondition in the Government, it is our duty to discuss
[t here in the open Senate and let the country know just what
is going on in their Government at Washington.

Why are yon after this man Fall? He has betrayed his
trust. Why are you talking thus about him? He has accepted
a bribe. Why are you saying these things in the Senate? He
has bartered the oil domain of the Nation, he has deprived the
country of its naval oll reserves, he has squandered billions of
dollars worth of property, and we are after him to expose him
and to punish him if we can; to get back this property, and to
let those who are tempted in the future to do wrong know the
fate of Denby and Fall and Daugherty, if he be convicted.
Men who forget their oath of office and turn their backs upon
the principles of right and justice and become the subservient
tools of crooked and corrupt interests ought to be exposel and
excoriated, it makes no difference how shocking and how dis-
gstlilg the disclosures may be to the Senator from Ohio [Mr.

ss].

Mr. President, the truth should be known. The country
knows what is going on here. The country knows under what
difficulty some of us are laboring day by day to get the truth
to the country. The country knows, from what has transpired,
how the effort has been made to cover up and hide important
facts. The country is entitled to know, and unless we stand up
and fight, and expose evil doing that hurts the country, we our-
selves are guilty of unfaithfulness to the American people.

Let it not be sald of us that because of fear of somebody
trying to connect us up with the Teapot Dome or with the
Doheny oil interests we did not act. The fellow who i8 unable
to talk on this subject and unable to condemn this thing may
be suffering from color blindness caused by oil colors and oil
paintings. If Mr. Daugherty is innocent, he ought to be ac-
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quitted. If he Is guilty, he onght to be exposed and convicted
and removed from office. We are told that two Republicans,
Senator Lovee and Senator Peppes, requested Mr. Daugherty to
resign. If the President is convinced by what he knows and by
what the Senator from Idalho [Mr. Borar] teld him regarding
Mr. Daugherty that something is radically wrong, why does he
not ask Mr. Daugherty to get out and let a real and a very
thorough investigation be had? Let him say to him if
chooses, * If you are found free of guilt and with clean hands,
I will reappoint you as soon as the investigation is over.” That
is the way to get at the truth, if they really want to fight this
thing to & finish in the interest of the people and the Govern-
ment of the United States.

Mr. GEORGH., AMir. President, I wonld like to say that there
may be a very wide difference of opinion concerning the last
proposition laid down by the junior Semator from Ohio [Mr.
Frss] in his speech, If I correctly understood him, he said
that on this side of the Chamber, and very generally in the
Chamber on this side, there had been a disposition to play
politics, and if I ecorrectly analyzed his statement the Senate
was brought rather severely to task for engaging, as he classed
it, in extraconstitutional activities, and particularly this side
of the Chamber was so arraigned.

3lr. President, I do not believe it can be very justly sald that
Senators who have asserted themselves upon this side of the
Qhamber have done se from political motives only, or even
chiefly. ¥ there had been a disposition to play politics con-
cerning the important revelations which have been made in the
Senate for the two months past, the party on this gide of the
Chamber could have rested its case upon the ahle and search-
ing and thorough presentation made by the senior Senator from
Montana [Mr. Warsg], and could have left upon the present
administration full responsibility for action upon the strength
of that statement made by him.

Hut the Senate did not play politics. Rather than leave
upon the administration the full and unassisted responsibility
there was introduced and passed a resolution to which the
junior Senator from Ohio takes exception, particularly te the
preamble of the resolution, calling upon the President of the
United States and authorizing the President of the United
States to employ counsel for the cancellation of the naval
ofl reserve leases and for the prosecution of offenders,
if offenders shounld be indieated to the satisfaction of those
counsel, I had occaslon to say, and I say again, that every
legislative body on the face of the earth in taking action upon
any question has a perfect right to express the reason for lts
action. It is not binding nor is it intended to be binding upon
any other department of government, but it is only a question
of whether the legislative body has the information and has the
will to make the declaration. If it sees fit to make the declara-
tion it ean not be classed as an extraconstitutional exercise of
authority by anybody.

Not only did the Senator from Ohio Inveigh agalnst the pre-
amble to that resolution but ‘the Senate was taken rather
severely to task for, the Denby resolution. The Denby resolu-
tlon may have brought before the Senate a debatable question.
The distinguished Senator from Idaho [Mr. BoraH] expressed
himself upon that question, and In very clear and very forceful
language. But I do not think that after the Senate has acted,
the Senate is to be severely arraigned and ecriticized. I do not,
and I am -not willing to, admit that men of this side of the
Chamber, at least, did not have some reason that seemed satis-
factory to them even in the consideration of the Denby reso-
lution, I know that I had, whether erroneously or not.
Whether my reason was well founded or ill founded there ap-
peared a reason upon which I was willing to vote.

I do not discuss the guestion of fact. It was too clear and
palpable to all the world that Mr. Denby was a necessary party,
at least a proper party, to the very suit that had been au-
thorized by the Senate for the cancellation of the leases. As
point of fact, he could not have remained in the Cabinet, In
point of good conscience, he could not have remalned in the
Cabinet when his own acts were being solemnly challenged in
the courts, and I do not refer fo the facts upon which I acted
and other Senators may have acted. I refer to the reason that
seemed to me to justify the action, and seemed to me to remove
it from ithe criticism directed against it by the junior Senator
from Ohio.

I have never said and do not now say that the right of pet-
tion preserved in the first amendment to the Constitution was
the anthority upon which I acted. The right of petition was
adverted to here, and by very able Senators. T recognize ‘that
the right of petition is the right of a -e¢itizen 'to petition his
Government, and has absolutely no technical application to the

right of one department of government to petition another de-
partment of government. But if those who framed the Consti-
tution were careful to say that even the Congress should not
take away from the people the right to peaceably assemble and
to petitlon the Government for redress of grievance, it can
hardly be imagined that they supposed that a coordinate de-
partment of government did not have the right of petition.
Historieally, the allusion may have some benefit, but technically
it furnished no justification, in my judgment, for the vote that
I cast on the Denby resolution,

Nor do I lay great store, Mr. President, by the assertion that
the power to advise and consent to the appointment of Mr.
Denby still continued or at least was not exhausted in the
initinl exercise thereof. Other Senators may have found justi-
fication for their vote in that, but in the Constitution I find
an express grant of power to the Congress to preserve the
national domain, a power expressly granted to the two Houses
of Congress to protect the publie property, including the naval
oil reserves. When, in the exercise of an express grant of
power, the legislative branch of the Government comes to the
point where the subject committed to the Congress can not be
adequately protected save by Executive action, I, so far as I
am concerned, am willing to rest my vote requesting the ex-
ecutive department to act upon that express grant of power.
Had the Congress gone over into the domain of the Executive
power and had the Congress sought to exercise that power
quite a different guestion would arise.

But since when has it become the doctrine in Ameriea that
one coordinate -department of Government under our Consti-
tution, to which the Senstor from Ohio adverts, shall not be
on speaking terms with another coordinate department of
that Government? Sinee when has the doctrine come into
exisience that the Congress, charged with the express power
of protecting the public property of the Union, ean not ask the
BExecutive to exercise a power referred to and vested in him
exclusively, 1f in the opinion of the Congress action by the
executive department is necessary and is imperative?

So I say, Mr. President, that it seems to me the Senator from
Ohio should not have subjected to criticism the Senate and
those Senators present who voted not only for the Walsh sub-
stitute resolution with its preamble, who voted not only for
the Denby resclution but who had what they belleved to be
a reasonable justification for that vote, and that the Senators
who did se vote were not, as he said and very clearly indicated,
exercising extraconstitutional powers and converting them-
selves into a court of inquisition, trespassing where they were
not entitled to go.

It has occurred to me that many of us have confused the
issues that have arisen in the last 60 days with the issues that
ordinarily arise in puble trials. A legislative bedy is not a
court, but—and this seems to me to be the point that we have
overlooked—the legislative body is to act and is to proceed
on principle, and when a man’s public reputation or publie
character is to suffer because of proper legislative aetion, it
is but an incldent, and it can not stay the legislative action.

It is not a trial now that is proposed, and there has been
no trial proposed save theé civil and erimlnal actions to be in-
stituted and prosecuted by counsel employed under the resolu-
tion giving to the President the power to employ counsel. Wa
are not to try the Attorney General. e is not to go upon
trinl. Shall we say the legislative branch of the Government
shall stickle and halt and hesitate to act because a man’s
public reputation, his publle character, may suffer because of
that legislative action? [Has not the Senate power to appoint
a committee to investigate any department of the Government,
any department supported by the Senate In part by appropria-
tions made by the Congress? If the Senate has the right to
investigate the department, is the Senate to hesitate, is the
Senate to refuse to do its duty merely because the public
character or the publie reputation of some one who Is Investi-
gated may be thereby smirched, to use the term that has been
nsed so often in the debate?

To assert that we are to so hesitate is to lay It down as
basic that we are to legislate not upon principle, that we are
to act not upon prineiple, but that we are to proceed with a due
regard for our personal feelings for men who oecupy high and
responsible officlal positions. The very suggestion is at bottom
an insult to a man who thoroughly and fully appreciates his
responsibility as a member of a legislative body.

Now, Mr. President, it has been asserted here by the junior
Senator from Ohio that 60 days have been wasted, have been
spent purely in an effort to play politics, to assassinate the
character of men, purely in an effort unworthy of the Senate;
and if he is to be allowed to define that effort, if le is 'to be
permitted to define the reason and motive and purpose of the
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Senate, and of individual Senators, then, of course, it is an
exhibition wholly unworthy of the Senate. But I desire to
say for myself that I have felt justified in supporting the
Walsh substitute with its preamble; I have felt justified in
supporting the Denby resolution; and I do not discuss the
question of fact involved. I have felt Justified and feel justi-
fled in supporting the resolution now before the Senate for
the Senate to elect a committee to investigate the Attorney
General.

I feel justified in doing so, Mr. President, upon the ground
which I have tried to make plain; that is, that the investiga-
tion shall proceed, not as a criminal hearing or trial but as a
proper legislative act, and shall proceed strictly and solely
upon prineiple and without regard to and with no purpose to
inflict any unauthorized or any unjustifiable injury upon the
public reputation of the man who happens to hold the high
office of Attorney General. Concerning that man, I shall say
nothing; concerning any of his acts or official failures to act,
I shall say nothing; concerning anything that may have been
done or omitted to be done by the Department of Justice, I
shall say nothing. It is sufficlent for me to know that there
are grounds upon which I may justly base my yote for the
resolution; and I am willing to leave it to the agent created
by the Senate to proceed with the investigation fearlessly upon
principle, not for the purpose of trylng but for the purpose of
ascertaining facts which the Senate is entitled to have within
its possession in order that it may properly function as a
legislative body.

Mr. ROBINSON obtained the floor.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, will the Senator from Arkansas
yield to me?

Mr. ROBINSON. I yield to the Senator from Kansas.

Mr. CURTIS. I was wondering if we could not agree upon
an hour to vote upon the pending resolution this afternoon. A
number of Senators on this side of the Chamber—and I think
on the other side—have engagements this afternoon which they
would like to meet. So, if we could get an agreement to vote I
wish we might do so. 1 suggest that we vote at half past 3
o'clock.

Mr. ROBINSON. My, President, I am very much In sympathy
with the suggestion just made by the Senator from Kansas.
The debate has had a very wide range during the last two
days, and we should dispose of the resolution this afternoon if
it be possible to do so. There are, however, one or two Senators
who have stated that if a proposal to fix a time to vote upon
the resolution were made they desired that the absence of a
quornm be suggested in order that they might be present while
the arrangement is under consideration.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, before any agreement shall be
made I should like to ask if the form of the resolution as 1t
now obtains is to be the form upon which we are going to vote?
The preamble will require some attention if we are going to
vote upon it

Mr, ROBINSON, Mr. President, in reply to the question of
the Senator from Idaho I desire to say that I myself see no
objection to striking out the preamble. It raises issues of fact
that are not necessarily pertinent to the provisions of the resolu-
tlon, and, so far as I am concerned, I shall make no objection
if the author of the resolution consents to such an arrangement,
to striking out the preamble,

Mr. WHEELER rose.

Mr. BORAH. Let me say to the Senator from Montana, who
has risen, that the objection I have to the preamble iz that it
states faets, and I am not sufficlently informed to know whether
they are facts or not to enable me to vote upon them.

Mr. WHEELER. To which clause of the preamble does the
Senator from Idaho refer?

Mr. BORAH., There are several of them. In the first place
the preamble refers to reports of the Federal Trade Commis-
gion and the failure of the Attorney General to act upon them.
It states as a fact that such reports were made; that so many
cases were reported to him, and he dld not proceed. I do not
know about that. I do not see that it will help the committee
which shall investigate the matter to retain any of the preambles
in the resolution. The second preamble is gimilar, and the last
preamble reads:

Whereas no action has been taken by the Department of Justice in
prosecuting to a conclusion the so-called war fraud cases.

I am informed that some of those cases have been adjusted
and settled, but I do not know what the facts are. However,
as I see the matter, it will not help us to retain the preamble
in the resolution. If the preamble strengthened the Senator’s
resolutfon, 1 should feel differently about it, but I do not per-
celve that It does so.

Mr. WHEELER. Mr, President, I will say to the Senator
from Idaho that after conferring with the senior Senator from
Ohio [Mr. Witris], who, I assumed, was looking after the
interests of the Attorney General, I agreed to strike out two
clauses of the preamble, and the Senator from Ohlo stated
that the remainder of the preamble was satisfactory to him.

MarcH 1,

Consequently I have not any particular objection to the pre-

amble being stricken out, except that I will say to the Senator
from Idaho that two reports have been sent in by the Depart-
ment of Justice since the resolution was offered; and yet I
have the positive evidence in my pocket, furnished to me by
attorneys who work in the Department of Justice, that there
are numerous cases which have not been prosecuted by the
Attorney General and numerous other cases which have been
dismissed after they were started. )

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, it is altogether probable that
the Senator from Montana when he drew the resolution was
in possession of facts which warranted him in drawing it as
he has drawn it, but T am not sufficiently familiar with the
facts to vote them as facts. The Senator will be able, if he is
on the committee, or any other Senator who Is interested in
the matter or who is on the ecommittee will be able to present
such matters without the preamble quite as efficiently and
effectively as if the preamble were retained In the resolution.
I do not care to debate the matter at length, although I do
want to be placed in a position where it is understood that
I am not passing upon a question of fact. I am willing to
vote, and am rather anxious to vote, for the investigation, but
I myself do not want to pass upon a question of fact.

Mr. MOSES. In the whereas, at the top of page 2 of the
resolution, there is found a reference to disclosures in the
investigation of the Veterans' Bureau, which apparently las
no place in the resolution, for it appears from the press re-
ports this morning that indictments were found on yesterday.

Mr, BORAH. There may be others that ought to be found.
However, it is not that proposition that I have especially in
mind, but that I am called upon as a Senator to vote on some-
thing which is set forth as a fact which I do not know to be
a fact, although I presume the Senator from Montana is himself
in possession of the information.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, my opinion is that the pre-
amble of the resolution has no controlling force; that it will
not in anywise help to uncover the facts to which the investi-
gation will be directed, and, frankly, I think if a preamble of
the character of that contained in the resolution is to be
adopted it should be revised very materially. There are other
cireumstances and transactions and failures to act upon the
part of the Department of Justice and its head not referred to
In the preamble of the resolution which, according to evidence
brought to my attention in a form which I believe to be au-
thentie, could certainly, with as much proprlety, constitute a
part of the preamble. The point I am making is that the pre-
amble is no part of the resolution; that it is weaker than the
resolution; and that nothing detrlmental to any Interest in-
volved in the investigation could result if the preamble was
stricken out entirely. Of course, in the first instance, that is
the question to be determined by the author of the resolution.

I should like now to proceed.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I call the attentlon of the Sen-
ator from Arkansas, and also the attention of the Senator from
Montana, to the language of the resolution proper on page 3,
from line T to 13:

And sald committee is further directed to inquire into, investigate,
and report to the Senate the activities of the =ald Harry M. Daugh-
erty, Attorney General, and any of his assistants in the Department
of Justice, which would in any manner tend to impair thefr efficiency or
influence as represcentatives of the Government of the United States.

Under that provision all the various subjects matter could
be inquired into.

Mr. ROBINSON. Certalnly; and that is the reason I say
that the preamble is narrower and weaker than the resolution
itself. The resolution is all-comprehensive, and very prop-
erly so.

Mr. WHEELER. I have no objectlon, so far as I am con-
cerned, to the preamble being stricken out.

Mr. ROBINSON, Very well, then; we will assume that the
preamble will be stricken out.

Before the agreement is entered into——

Mr CURTIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for the

of suggesting the absence of a guorum?

Mr ROBINSON. I yield for that purpose, but I should like
to resume the floor afterwards.

Mr, CURTIS, I suggest the absence of a quorum.
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The absence of a quorum
being suggested, the Secretary will call the roll.

The principal legislative clerk called the roll, and the follow-
ing Senators answered to their names:

Adams Ernst Kin, Robinson
Ashurst Ferris Lad E-heprrard
Ball Fess La Follette hortridge
Bayard Fletcher Lenroot Simmons
Borah Frazier Lndég Smith
Brandegee Gerr MeKellar moot
Brookhart Gooding McKinley anfield
Broussard Hale : McLean E‘ta.nley
Bursum Harris McNa itephens
Cameron Harrison Mayfleld Bwanson
Caraway Heflin Moses Trammell
Couzens Howell Neely Walsh, Mass.
Cumminsg Johngon, Callf.  Norbeck Walsh, Mont.
Curtls ohnson, Minn. Norris Warren

Dale ones, N, Mex, Oddle Watson

Dial Jones, Wash, Owen Weller

Din Kendrick Ralston Wheeler
Edge Keyes Ransdell Willis

Mr. CURTIS. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr.
Carper] is unavoidably absent. I ask that this announcement
may stand for the day.

Mr. GERRY. 1 desire to announce that the junior Senator
from Maryland [Mr. Bruck] is necessarily absent for the day.
The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Prrrman] also is necessarily
detained from the Chamber. The Senator from Alabama [Mr.
Unperwoob] is absent because of illness,

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Oppie in the chair).
Seventy-two Senators having answered to their names, there
is a quorum present.

Mr. ROBINSON obtained the floor.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr, President

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ar-
kansas yield to the Senator from Kansas?

Mr. ROBINSON. 1 yleld to the Senator from Kansas.

Mr. CURTIS. I ask unanimous consent that all debate close,
and that we vote on the resolution and all pending amendments
and amendments to be offered at 3.30 o'clock this afternoon.

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, reserving the right to objéect, may
amendments still be offered?

Mr. CURTIS. 1 said that—amendments to be offered.

Mr. DILL. And what about the limitation on speaking on
those amendments?

Mr. CURTIS. I think we ought to close all debate. I do
not think any material amendments will be offered. 1 will
state to the Senator that I had intended to offer three or four
amendments myself; but I have talked with the Senator who
has charge of the resolution, and I think we will agree upon
those amendments, and he will amend his resolution.

Mr. DILL. I will say to the Senator that I want to offer
an amendment, and I want at least five minutes to talk on it.

Mr. CURTIS. I am perfectly willing.

Mr, ROBINSON. The Senator can offer that amendment
now, if he will, and take the floor. If he has the amendment
ready, he may present it now.

Mr. DILL. I can present it later, when I can talk on it. I |
would rather do it at that time, but I do not want to be shut out |
of an opportunity to offer theé amendment and speak five min- |
ues on it.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, after the resolution is adopted
will we proceed immediately to the election of the committee?

Mr. ROBINSON. I suggest that the Senator from Kansas in-
corporate that in his agreement.

Mr. CURTIS. I will.

AMr. NORBECK. Mr. President, I want to reserve the right
to object to that part of it. The unfinished business here is the
farm-relief measure. I gave notice in the Senate three days ago
that I wanted to ‘speak 20 minutes on Thursday or Friday. I
have not yet had an oppertunity to speak, and 1 should like
very much to address the Senate for a few minutes.

Mr. ROBINSON. Very well; then we will have to go ahead
and take the regular course, if the Senator objects.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chalr
hears none.

Mr. JONES of Washington. What is that, Mr. President?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the
unanimous-consent agreement.

Mr. JONES of Washington. There was objection, as I un-
derstood.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There was no objection.

Mr. JONES of Washington, There was objection to the
unanimous-consent request.

Mr. CURTIS. There was objection—objection to the last
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Mr. JONES of Washington, It is objected to entirely, and
request has been made that it take the regular course.

Mr. KING. I call for the regular order.

Mr. NORBECK. I do.not object to bringing the matter to a
vote at 8.30, but I object to proceeding to vote immediately
afterwards on the election of the committee.

Mr. ROBINSON. Very well. Nothing is to be accomplished
unless we can dispose of the whole matter, by merely passing
the resolution. I have the floor. .

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas
has the floor.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, during the debate many
subjects remotely if at all related to the subject matter of the
resolution under consideration have been discussed, and in
some instances the discussions have been characterized by in-
tense feeling on the part of those participating.

The Senator from Ohlo [Mr. Fess] yesterday and this
morning criticized a reference made by the Senator from
Nebraska [Mr. Norris] to proceedings in another body. It is,
of course, desirable that in so far as practicable allusions to
debates and actions in the body at the other end of the Capitol
be omitted; but, Mr. President, at the time of that proceeding,
and for all the period that has elapsed since, there have been
many who felt that there was a failure for one cause or an-
other, fully to develop the facts and eircumstances which might
justly have been brought out in that proceeding; and my under-
standing of the reference which the Senator from Nebraska
made fo it was that he primarily intended to show that unless
there is upon the special committee some one who has a
knowledge of the circumstances and facts to be developed, and
who has a purpose and intention to see that they are presented,
theiie will likely result fallure of disclosures that ought to be
made.

The Senator from Nebraska contended, and I think fairly,
that this is not a trial; that the resolution does not contemplate
a trial in any fair test of that term within the meaning of

American jurisprudence, This is an investigation; and the

whole power, the countless agents of the Department of Jus-
tice, are directed against the effective consummation of the
purpose of this resolution. Instead of having the assistance
and cooperation of the Atlorney General and of the agents who
are employed under him, the committee will find itself, so long
as the Atforney General remains in office, opposed at every
turn and in every effort that it may make.

I do not say this in censure of the Attorney General nor in
criticism of the skilled investizgators who are employed in his
department. T say it because it is natural and true. Every
Senator knows that the instant it became known that this
resolution is to pass, the great Investigating organization of
the Government of the United States, whose business and duty
it Is to expose fraud and corruption, has been directed toward
the prevention of the disclosures contemplated by the resolution.

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Fess] may criticize the Senator
from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] and other Senators when he
chooses. That is the privilege of a Member of this body, so
long as he does not transcend the rules of the body; and I
think the Senator from Ohio did not violate the rules. The
Senator from Nebraska, however, has enjoyed a long and hon-
orable service in the Congress of the United States. I knew
him when he was a Member of the House of Representatives,
and I have known him, as most of you have known him,
throughout his career as a United States Senator. I make the
declaration that for courage, sincerity of conviction, intellec-
tual honesty, and honesty in every sense in which the term
may be applied to individual and to official conduet the Senator
from Nebraska stands preeminent among the public men of
America.

The Senator from Ohlo saw fit to arraign the majority in
the Senate. His language was severe to a point approach-
ing bitterness. He declared, on page 61 of the stenographic
notes of his remarks, that the Senate is not a deliberative body
if judged by its record of the last two months; that it is an
inquisition and has become a sluiceway for the transmission of
suspicion.

Mr. President, it is doubtful if in the history of this body
there has ever before been an oceasion and an issue which have
aroused such interest among the people generally and such
feeling among the Members of the Senate as have been pro-
duced by the disclosures made through the activities of the
Public Lands Committee in connection with the naval oil-
reserve leases, The Senator from Ohio sees in these disclo-
sures nothing to oceasion alarm, nothing to arouse excitement,
nothing to invite or provoke criticism. From reading and re-
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reading the langunage of his address I reached ithe conclusion,
as I think anyone else who heard it .concluded, that there is
in his mind a grave doubt .as to whether anything has tran-
gplred that has been disclosed -that justifies resentment in
the hreasts of honest citizepns. He doubts whether the Govern-

ment is right and will prevail in ifs suits to recover the prop-

erties bartered away through the faithless betrayal of trust by
members of the Cabinet of the President of the United States.

He thinks, after reading all the evidence and hearing all the
digcussions, that the Government probably will lose the suits,
and, judging from his remarks, he is not conscious of any act
on the part of either the Secretary of the Navy ar Secretary
Tall or of the Attorney General which justifies the censure
which the people of this conniry have heaped upon those afii-
cers and which has been reflected in the debates in the Senate.

T shall not make an effort now to convingee ithe Senator from
Ohio that when the Secretary of the Navy signed the leases
to the Government oil lands—in violation of law, in disregard
of law, and against the public interest and the well-established
policy of the Government, as the Senator himself voted the
action of the Secretary of the Navy to be—I shall not consume
time in trying to convince him that such conduct on the part
of Cabinet -officers forfeits their right to the confldence of the
publi¢, and to remain in the offices whose prerogatives they
have so grossly abused.

The Senator from Ohio thinks that the Senate committed
-an offense against the Constitution of the United States, vio-
lated every propriety which shonld govern, when it adopted the
resolution asking the President to call for the resignation of
Secretary 'of the Navy Denby, and he ‘finds great pleasure in
that the President declered that he would not act upon the ree-
ommendation or regquest contained in fthe resolution. Yet
Senators, and everyone who reads the press of the country,
know that if the Senate had not passed the resolution Secre-
tary Denby would be in office to-day, just as the Attorney Gen-
eral is in ofiiee, in spite of the fact that the President has
plainly indicated he would like to have that officer resign.

The ‘Benator from Ohio characterizes the passage of the
Denby resolution sas a political act. He might well remember
that, notwithstanding the officer whose cause he has so valiantly
and recklessly challenged has not been heard by the Benate or
any committee of the Benate, Members on his side of the Cham-
ber who sare linfluential, and not insignificant in their power,
have asked the President to dismiss the Attorney General from
the high office which he holds.

‘'We read how the fenator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lonce],
afrer having characterized a public resolution of the Senate
calling for the resignation of Secretary Denby as “ lynch law,”
went to the White House and attempted privately to aecom-
plish what the resclution sought to do publicly. We read, too,
how the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr, Loper] and the Sena-
tor from Pennsylvania [Mr. Pepeer] went to the White House
and demanded that the President disecharge Mr. Daugherty, not-
withstanding the fact that while Secretary Denby had been
heard three times Mr. Daugherty had never been ealled to
appeny before any committee,

On yesterday that amiable but somewhat dictatorial Senator,
the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Warson], issued a pro-
nunciamento, in which he explained that before Mr. Daugherty
could be gotten out of the Cabinet it would beé necessary for
Republicans 1o bring more pressure. 1 read from a report con-
tained in the New York World:

Benator WarsoN ealled on the President and later expressed the
opinion it 'wounld take more pressure from the Repuoblicans to force
Dmuglierty out at this time. He sald there were three eventualities
which would bring s resignation, and those, as recounted to him after
the Attorney General had seen the President, wore:

1. If President Coolidge requests the resignation,

Everyone knows that the President has the power to choose
his own advisers, his own Cabinet members, -and that the in-
stant a condition arises that makes a Cabinet member useless
to him, or the instant his usefulness has become impaired, the
President has the power to put him out of the Cabinet and
golect some one with whom he ean advise.

It is perfectly apparent, then, that the President has not re-
quested the resignation of the Attorney General. Every Sen-
ator knows that if he does do so the Attorney General will be
compelled to comply with his request.

The second condition, says the Senator from Indlana in his
remurkable analysis of this situation, is that—

2. In case the Investigation proposed by the Senate might establish
something about bim of which be himself i3 not ‘now aware, in such
fashion as to besmireh his reputation and force him to resign.

3. In ease the investgation shonld prove him absolutely guiltless of
any wrongdoing, so that he eould retire honorably and not by the back
door.

So that while the Senator from Ohio Is arralgning the Senate
of the United States for having abandoned or discarded the
characteristies that should mark its procedure and for having
become a sluiceway for suspicion against innocent men, the
leaders of his own party, who manifestly have not found it
either necessary or profitable to advise with the junior Senator
from Ohio, have been putting on pressure in every possible form
to get the Attorney General out of the Cabinet, to “Ilynch”
Attorney -General Daugherty. It was *“‘lynch law” for the
Senate to ask the President, in a formal resolution, to call for
Secretary Denby's resignation, but it is an act of virtne for
prominent Republican Senators in order, I take it, to save their
party from the effects which inevitably will result if the At-
torney General remains in office—it s a virtuous act for them
pgvately to 'try to induoce the Presldent to put him out of
office. i

The mystery of all this proceeding is disclosed by a statement
emanating from the White House and published this morning
in the Washington I'ost. It says:

PRESIDENT TO ORDER INVESTIGATION INTO LEASE GRANTED STANDARD OIL,

‘While the Senate was debating on the resolution to Investizate the
Department of Justice, President Coolidge yesterday authorized the
announcement that he would name within a few days another special
counsel to conduct an Investigation into the rights of the Standard Oil
Co. to section 36 in naval oil reserve No, 1, in California, concerning
which there Is great controversy and which has been described as the
key to the whole oll leasing seandal,

Listen to this:

Investization of this phase of the matter s expected to Involve
Attorney General Daugherty 'directly with the oll scandal and with
the operations of former Secretary of Interior Fall. The Government
had inatituted a contest against the Btandard 01l Co. claims to section
86, They were held by responsible Government officials who had cliarge
of the case to be valueless, but the Standard Oil Co., In a proceeding
which has been characterized as * unprecedented,” took the case di-
rectly bLefore Fall, who dismissed the contest “out of hand " withont
hearing the Government side of the case. This action was taken de-
spite n recommendation to the Attorpey General by his subordinates
that the Government press the contest.

In geveral administration quarters it was stated yesterday that the
President by Institnting this special Inquiry may foree the Attorney
General Into a position where he must resign soomer than he now
expects to retire from the Cabinet,

Diabolieal beyond the power of language to describe! It is
“lynch law ™ for Senators in open session to say to the Presi-
dent, “A committee of this body has found a state of facts
which disclose that the Secretary of the Navy has violated the
law, has acted without authority of law, has acted in disregard
of the pubiic interest and the well-settled policy of the country,
and therefore we respectfully request that you substitute some
ons for him who will obey the law.” It is “lynch law" to
make a formal declaration of that character, but it is virtuons
conduct to go in the back door of the White House secretly,
without giving Mr. Daugherty a chance to defend himself, and
urge the President to put him out of the Cabinet.

Mr. MoKELLAR. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ar-
kansas yield to the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr. ROBINSON, I yield.

Mr, McKELLAR, That statement from the White House
would indicate that the President himself has joined those
“hysterical " Senators whom the junior Senator from Ohio
inveighed against this morning, would it not?

Mr. ROBINSON. Clearly it is an indieation that the Presi-
dent is attempiing to force the resignation of the Attorney
General without asking him to- tender his resignation.

It is incomprehensible to me, in view of those faets, how the
Senator from Obhio, in any stretch of the remarkable imagina-
tion which must characterize the mentality of any Senator who
can make a speech like the one he uttered on this floor this
morning, can find that this Is a political persecution inaugurated
and earried on by Democrats.

The Senator from Ohio has joined with the chalrman of the
Republiean National Committee in an effort to give to the pro-
ceedings of the Senate a character which will diseredit them.
We occasionally say things here in the heat of debate which
we do not mean. Sometimes we become perfervid and utier
sentiments which afterwards we wish we had not uttered.
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While I do not profess skill in prophecy, I think that in the
yvears to come when the junior Senator from Ohlo looks back
upon the proceedings of the Senate which he has characterized
go harshly, which he has criticized and condemned so bltterly,
and then reads again, if he is not forever hereafter ashamed
to read his own utterances, the strange words, the incompre-
hensible sentences that composed the greater portion of his
speech to-day, he will wish that he had never given vent to utter-
ances which in their legitimate construction stamps approval
upon transactions which constitute dishonorable and corrupt
econduct upon the part of officers of the United States when
they bartered away in secret hundreds of millions of dollars’
worth of publie property.

Myr. President, the opinion of the junior Senator from Ohlo
to the contrary notwithstanding, the people of this country do
not regard and will not regard the passage of the Denby reso-
lution as an act of usurpation on the part of the Senate of the
United States. They will never be able to comprehend how a
trained statesman, experienced as is the junlor Senator from
Ohio, could put his approval upon transactions which every-
one else than himself regard as having discredited the admin-
istration of which the Senator from Ohlo assumes to be a
champion.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ar-
kansas yield to the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr. ROBINSON. 1 yield.

Mr. McKELLAR. Inasmuch as the two Senators from Ohlo,
as I recall, are the only Senators who have risen in their places
on the other side of the Chamber to defend Mr. Daugherty, 1s
it not a matter of not the greatest importance in the world as
to their views?

Mr, ROBINSON. O, Mr, President, the resolution will pass
unanimously, except possibly for the votes in opposition of the
two Senators from Ohio. The Denby resolution passed by an
overwhelming vote, and the Wheeler resolution, characterizing
the aects of Denby and Fall as violative of law and against the
publie interest and -well-settled policles of the Government,
passed unanimously both Houses of Congress. And yet the
junior Senator from Ohio characterizes the preamble to that
resolution and characterizes the Denby resolution as a demon-
stration of hysteria.

It is not remarkable that the Senate should have displayed
intensity of feeling. The most remarkable thing that has oe-
curred is the performance to-day of the junior Senator from
Ohio. I do not blame him for defending Mr. Daugherty. He
is his friend; and, God knows, Mr. Daugherty has few friends
left. I honor the junior Senator from Ohio if he believes the
statements that he makes, and I know that he must believe
them or he would not make them. If he believes in the honor
and the integrity of the Attorney General, I honor him for
standing by the side of his colleague and defending Mr. Daugh-
erty to the last ditch. But when he stands isolated in this
body—when he stands alone and takes a position by himself—
propriety and sound sense, if he demonstrates either, ought to
prompt him not to be unduly censorious against the overwhelm-
ing majority that stands in opposition to him.

I sympathize with Mr, Daugherty. He came into the Cabinet
as the supreme political boss in the affairs of the Nation. Men
who wanted to go upon the bench, men who desired positions
in the Government service, nof only in the department of which
the Attorney General became the head but in the other de-
partments as well, had to procure the O. K. of the great political
patronage distributer, the Attorney General of the United
States. And now for a year or more his prestige and power
have been declining. For more than a year charges have been
made which affect the integrity of his administration. Charges
have been made which involve questions as to his efficiency.
And now, with the Senate passing a resolution to investigate
his conduct and his administration, he stands with his back to
the wall fizhting alone, except that the chairman of the Repub-
lican National Committee, Mr. Adams, says that it is all poli-
ties, and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Fess] seems to agree
with him.

Mr. President, I want fair treatment for the Attorney Gen-
eral. I want just consideration of his acts, But, sir, the inter-
ests of the people of the United States can not be submerged,
can not be disregarded, can not be subordinated to considera-
tions of sympathy or politics. While the Investigation is on
let it be thorough and complete. Let every rogue in office,
whether Demoerat or Republican, be brought to account. Let
the Senate move with majesty and determination, in the face
of puny and petulant criticism, to the.performance of its
duties. Such considerations overshadow, as stated by the
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Georcel,. mere considerations of

personal Interest and friendship. Deep down beneath the
multifarious transactions pertaining to Government procedure
in the recent past the committee must delve to find and make
known the facts. If the result should prove that the Senator
from Massachusetts [Mr. Loper], the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. Peppeg], the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Warson],
and the President have done Mr. Daugherty an injustice by
bringing every possible pressure to bear upon him to resign
when he does not want to resign, if the facts justify the vindi-
cation of the Attorney General, no one will be more highly
gratified than I.

AGRICULTURAL DIVERSIFICATION RILL,

Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President, this bill may fairly be con-
gidered as two separate measures. When introduced it covered
only one feature—relief for the farmers in the wheat area.
It provided for a $50,000,000 fund to be loaned in small
amounts to worthy farmers for the purchase of livestock as
an important step in the necessary diversification. This is
the feature on which the committee held hearings for several
weeks,

Just before the bill was reported out of committee an amend-
ment was offered and adopted providing for an additional
$25,000,000 to be loaned In sections outside of the wheat dis-
trict in need of relief. This feature 1s applicable to every one
of the 48 States in the Union and the Territory of Alaska,
though it is not anticipated that there will be any great
(IIJenTMId from that far away and much neglected part of this

on.

You will note that it is not intended to be an agricultural
relief measure in any broad sense. It is, as the title expresses
it, an emergency relief for a very limited area—the wheat
belt—for those farmers who were not permitted to sell their
products in a free and open market during the war,

Mr. KENDRICK. Ar, President, will the Senator yield for
a question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from Wyoming?

Mr. NORBECK. I yield.

Mr. KENDRICK. The bill, as I understand It, I8 limited to
the wheat area, which is not described geographically. We
would assume from that that it would pertain and apply more
particularly to the large wheat-growing sections of Minne-
sota and North Dakota. Is that the Senator's idea?

Mr. NORBECK. Yes; more particularly in the way that
they are the larger wheat-producing area, but it is not limited
to that sectlon.

Mr. KENDRICK,. It is not limited to that section?

Mr. NORBECK. No.

Mr. KENDRIOCK. It will apply to surrounding States—
South Dakota, Wyoming, Montana, and States of that kind——

Mr. NORBECK. That is the understanding.

Mr. KENDRICK. In the same proportion where the same
conditions prevall and the same need for rellef is felt?

Mr. NORBECK. Hxactly.

Mr. KENDRICK. I thank the Senator, for he is unusually
well informed as to conditlons in my State and knows that
wheat growers of Wyoming have been punished as severely as
those of any place in the country and will therefore be entitled
to every provision of relief that can be extended to them,

Mr. NORBECK. The Government did not only fix the price
of wheat, but it fixed it 50 or 60 cents per bushel below the
prevailing market and held it down to the same level when
every other commodity was permitted to soar. Wheat farmers
have a speecial claim upon the Government, because the wide-
spread disaster that now exists in that region was due pri-
marily to governmental action: :

First. By lowerlng the price and holding it down.

Second. By appealing to the wheat farmer to win the war
by a greater production of wheat.

Third. By Inaugurating an effective system to reduce the do-
mestic consumption of wheat.

It is always an open question how much the farmers lost
by the Government interference with the wheat market. The
price was reduced by the Government approximately 50 cents
a bushel. Upon that basis they can prove a loss of nearly
$2,000,000,000. But had their products been permitted to
find their own price levels in a free and open market, as other
commodities, the farmers would have received some six or
eight billion dollars more for their wheat.

No class in the whole country responded more readily to
the appeal of our Government than did the wheat farmer. He
understood his farming conditions well; he needed no futor.
He was not only aware of the benefits of diversification, but he
realized its absolute necessity. He had already substantially
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reduced his wheat area and materially increased his livestock
holdings in the years preceding the war, as wlll be shown in
ihe table on page 139 of the hearings. But the Government
said “more wheat "—so he sold his hogs, he sold his cattle,
he sold his sheep. He invested the money in plows, harrows,
binders, tractors, and trocks. His compliance with the Gov-
ernment suggestion was 100 per cent.

Neither did the farmer complain of the fact that an effective
propaganda was inaugurated to reduce the domestic consump-
tion of wheat.

The Government succeeded in weaning our people away from
wheat. Had it not been for the increased acreage and the de-
ereased consumption, due directly to governmental orders, we
would not new be exportlnﬁ[: surplus product. The farmer
would have been selling all products In a protected market,
for he would be supplying the domestic market only. He would
be selling his wheat at a profit instead of at a loss, At the pres-
ent time he is selling hls exportable surplus in the world market
in competition with cheap labor and cheap land, and this fea-
tore has largely regulated the price in the domestic market.

You would think from this, Mr. President, that the Govern-
ment had done plenty to the wheat farmer and that they
would not have thought of doing any more to him. Buat truth
is stranger than fletlon. The facts are that while the Goy-
ernment acted as the ben:ficent agent of the farmer in the
handling of his grain they proceeded to take out of him a
profit of somewhere between fifty and eighty million dollars.

It would be a fair statement to say that the Government
loids in trust to-day more than $50,000,000 of money that be-
longs to the farmers, taken from them by thé Grain Corpora-
tlon.

I well realize that a technleal denial can be made of this
fact, but any lawyer or layman would admit that the denial
was technical and not falr, nor even trae.

It secms that on at least two different occastons our Con-
gress took pity on underfed and starving people of Etrope.
Unilér an act approved March 30, 1920, a c¢redit for food sup-
plies to the amount of nearly £57,000,000 was given to Armenia,
Austria, Czechoglovakia, Hungary, and Poland, for which the
Government received the bonds of these countries. But the
food furnished was from the stores of the Government Grain
Corporation and no reimbursement was made to the farmers.

Under an act approved December 22, 1921, a $20,000,000
fund was provided for Russla. The common impression is
this was taken out of the United States Treasury, but it was
tnken from a fund that the Government held in trust for the
farmers.

These facts are set out fally in a recent communication from
the Treasury Department.

This country has prided itself on its liberal attitude to
Turope, and it is difficult to understand why this relief bur-
den should be borne by the wheat farmers instead of by the
country as a whole.

This measnre is commonly known as the * Coulter plan,”
namesd after Doctor Coulter, president of the North Dakota Agri-
cnltural College. It was the outgrowth of several conferences
held in the northern wheat distriet, to see what measure of
relief might be worked out for the wheat farmers, The people
of South Dakota took no part in these conferences, but are in
hearty accord with this purpose. South Dakota is no longer a
one-crop State,
wheat. Diversification started 40 years ago in the southern
part of my State, but the northérn part has continued up fo
the present time to be a heavy producer of wheat. This is the
section that participated In a small way In the seed-grain loan
of last year, but I am proud to report that 86 per cent of that
lnan has alveady been repaid fo the Government and the re-
mainder is in process of collection.

Iven under normal conditions the credlt situation of the
western country is different than other sections. There is a
searcity of local capital. The country is new and its accumu-
lation of cash 1s small. The large industries that have made
s0 many wealthy people In other sections and created such a
surplus of funds as to provide available credit are unknown in
the Northwest. The rich man dees not live among us. When
we buy a wagon, a harrow, or a sled we gend our money Bast.
When we buy shoes, or clothing, or groceries, the money goes
I2ast. When we pay for a life-insurance policy or a fire-insur-
ance policy the money goes East.

The Northwest farmer from the very beginning of the set-
tlement of the country has fully realized that he needs two
kinds of credit. He can generally secure the long-time or farm-
mortgage money from the East through life insurance com-
panies or farm mortgnge bankers, In the 50 years of its set-

We raise 5 bushels of corn for every 1 of

tlement there has always been & scarcity of short-time money,
except for a short period of inflation following the close of the
war. Never has there been such a shortage as in the last three
years; the deflation period. Ordinarlly small leans would be
av‘nila‘ble at the local banks for putting in the crops or the
harvesting of same, or for the payment of taxes or other cur-
rent expenses until the crop could be marketed. Hastern or
outside capital has never been available for these purposes and
iz not now.

We have for a half century been suffering from a scarcity
of funds and high interest rates. The farmer’s hopes ran high
a year and a half ago, when It was announced that the Federal
Government at Washington would soon inaugurate an inter-
mediate credit system that would make funds available for the
farmer's ordinary needs, But the most promising thing about
the proposition was that we were assured that it would tend
to redtuce interest rates. I shall not here deal on the disap-
pointments of the failare to secure the promised legislation.

The purpose of this bill is not to have the Government
reimburse the farmer for his loss. It does not even aim at
securing a better market for him in the future. It i3 an
emergency measure to reach a small percentage of farmers who
must diversify In order to survive,

Mr, KENDRICK. Mr. President, will the Senator yleld?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair). Does
the Senator from South Ddakota yileld to the Senator from
Wyoming?

Mr, RORBECK. I yield.

Mr. KENDRIOCK. I should llke to ask the Senator if there
is not a widespread appeal from the Northwest for this pro-
posed legislation, and does not that appeal come from men In
every line of business and every industry as well as from the
agricultural or farming community?

Mr, NORBECK. Yes. The Senator from Wyoming i8 entirely
correct. 1 will speak of that later. There Is universal demand
for this proposed legislation from many of the Northwestern
States. That demand comes from Minnesota, North Dakota,
South Dakota, Montana, and other States.

There are over 20,000 farmers in Neorth Dakota alone who do
not produce their own milk and butter. They are without
lHvestock. They have not the funds with which to purchase,
There is no credit avalilable to them. They have inquired at the
Federal reserve bank and have been told that they are not
eligible as customers. They have recelved the same answer
from the War Finance Corporation. They have gone to the
intermediate credit and have turned back without hope, the
first requirement being that the loan must be made through a
local bank.

The widespread disaster has ruined or crippled about 95
per cent of the banks in the northern wheat district, There is
not one bank In twenty that is able to take on an addifional bur-
den. The farmer can look to no one, except to the Government—
that rulned him—to give him a small chance once more. The
farmers ask through this measure that the Government lend
them a few hundred dollars each with which to purchase some
cows, pigs, or other llvestock. They have the land; they have
the buildings ; most of them have the experience. They are men
of Tong residence and good standing in their communities, They
are worthy and well gualified.

The bill provides that the maximum loan shall not exceed
$1,000, but it is believed that the average loan will be less than
half of this

In the long, thorough Investigations conducted by the Agricul-
tural Committee of the Senate much accurate and valuable in-
formation was secured. Among witnesses who appeared were
practical farmers from the Northwest, officlals of farm organiza-
tions, persons connected with the agricultural colleges, State
officials having special charge of agricultural work, and many
bankers and business men who spoke with an intimate knowl-
edge of the situation.

nder the directlon of the North Dakota Agricultural Col-
lege, a careful survey was made of the needs of a typical sec-
tion of this wheat district. I desire to quote from the testimony
given by Mr. Willard, farm economist of the college referred to.
I ask that the testimony of Doctor Willard may be inserted In
the Recorwp without reading. It deals at length and in detall
with the situation. They took a survey of a large part of the
county ; they took a number of farmers and fizured ount the per
cent of those who had buildings and those who had lands, how
many cattle they could handle, what their credit facilities were,
what their chance of success was, and what thelr attitude
toward a measure of this kind was.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the request
of the Senator from South Dakota will be granted.
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The testimony referred to its as follows:

1 wish to turn pow for jnst a few minutes to s short discussion
of a survey that we made near the eentral part of State for the
very purpose of determining the necesfity and the applieabllity of this
$1,000 loan propesition as embodied in the proposed leglslation. We
took a corps of 12 men, who are trained men, who understand how
to get this sort of Information, to this region and we completely
covéred three townships and half of a fourth, taking every farmer
without regard to who he was, and got a set of detalled information
from him as to his cropping system, his amount of stock, the warious
elngses, his net worth; that is, his assets of al¥ sorts and liabilitles,
eongisting of first, second, and third mortgages, his chattels, personal
notes, back taxes, Interest past due, ete. We verlfied those Mabilitles
with the finaneial representative of those farmers and found that they
bhad given Im genmeral a very true report, and some of the information
contained in that suryey I will touch upon, and you may find in these
sheets the detalled information, which you can consider at your leisure,
Thut reglon Is representative of probably more than two-thirds of
the Btate of North Dakota, and also is applicable to parts of Montana
and South Dakota.

The average slze of farms In thig reglon was G705 acres, and 217
acres was in wheat, and this comprised 47 per cent of the erop area
of those farms, The average yield of wheat for five years was slightly
over 8 bushels o these farms and for this year 5.6 bushels, being
about 40 per cent less this year than for the five-year average.

Of all the crops produced, corn, which occupied about 11 per cent
of the erop aren, maintained its average five-year yleld of approximutely
24 bushels to the acre. There is some varlation between owners and
tenants. There were 61 owners and 45 tenanta eovered. The number
of livestock varies between them gomewhat, but in general the rela-
tionship holds for both classes.

There were 21 farms out of the total 108 farms that had no brood
gows whatever; there were 48 out of 108 that had 2 or less; out of
106 farms there were 13 who did ralse some sheep and B8 per cent
ralsed no sheep at all., There were 14 farms that had less than
60 head of poultry, and there were 54 farms, or more than GO per
cent, that had less than 100 poultry, which is about the lowest
economic unit for our conditions.

There were 50 farms that had less than flve mileh cows, and those
mileh cows were only milch cows of a sort, because they were of the
short-horn breed that are usually recognized as of the beef type, and
these they were endeavoring to milk.

On this average farm the total Income for dairy sales amounted te
$234 per farm, that meaning a cash income of only $39 per cow. For
all cinsses of cattle, both beef and dairy, the combined income reduced
the average income per cow to $23.

Now, In spite of that low income, under present conditions It was a
better proposition than wheat, as I will point ount just a minute later.
Now, these farms sehow from the quality of the livestock quite definitely
Row this Ioan can be used to big advantage, and we determined the
number of farmers who desire to make use of this Ioan for these pur-
poses also. There were 81 farms out of 108 that had scrub sires for
cattle. There were 30 farms that had pure-bred sires. The remainder
fn between had a rather low quality grade cattle,

Now, the outstanding things that these farms regunire is to Improve
the quality by disposing of the scrub stuff and substituting therefor
pure-bred sires and in some cases better quality of grade stuff,

Records and experiments carrled on in actoal farms in surrounding
territory and across the line in Canada Indleate that in two years, with
puch & substitution in the quality of the stock, an increase in the income,
without additlonal cost, of 00 per cent can be made in two or three
years.

In the ease of hog production we flnd the same sort of situation,
practically. Twenty per cent of the farms have no sows at all, and
there are 10 per cent more that had scrub sires, and there the same
sort of Introduction should be made.

At the present time and for a number of years sheep have been the
most economieal class of livestock that we have in North Dakota, as
determined from detall records we have maintained on many farms
where sheep have been handled. A very large number of the 88 per
cent who have no sheep should immediately arrange for a sufficient
number of sheep to begin on.this enterprise as guickly as possible, and
it the governmental policy with respect to the tariff on wool is main-
tained there is Httle prospect of overdoing the wool business for many,
many years to come.

Now, the total average sales from these farms, being 575 acres in
gize, amounted to only $068, and that means a turnover of only 3.3 per
cent on the investment.

Of 61 owners, 62 reported- that they had barns and other buildlngs;
and I might say that this section was visited by a terrifie storm during
the last year which almost completely demolished a few farmsteads,
which accounts for the fact that not all ownmers: of faurms are now
equipped withy buildings, because it is rather the exception that they
do not have barns for their work stock at least which are capable of
housing svme more additional livestock. Twenty-one out of 61 owner

farma reported tractors and 47 reported automobiles, Filty-eight out
of 61 owner farms reported a considenable mileage of fence and 5B
reported considerable guantities of feed and seed en hand far future
use.

Now, in regard to ebligations, 565 out of 61 owners reported first
mortgages, and the average first mortgage amounted to $8,700 per
farm ; 19 reported second mortgages, and 8 reported third mortgages;
82 owners and 82 tenants out of 106 farms reported chattel mort
gages; 101 farms had some sort of liabilities; only & farms out of the
106 had no obligations.

Now, the average amount of assets of ﬂwnez farms. was $29,419, and
the average amount of [labilitles was $11,817, and the average amount
of net worth was $18,102 for owners. For tenants the average amount
of net worth was §1,0607, thelr average assets being $3,426. The rela-
tion of labilities to assets seems te be of some significance and we
find' that of the owners 88 per cent of their assets was covered by
Habilities, and in the case of the tenants G0 per eent was so covered.
Of the owner farms 8 per cent had liabilities in excess of their assets,
8T per cent of the owners have more than half of their assets. covered
by liabilities, and of the tenants 13 per cent bave Uabilities in excess of
thelr assets and 41 per cent have more than half of their assets cov-
ered by obligations, TUnder these conditions about 40 per cent do not
have collateral of any sort with which to secure loans for Hvestock or
any other purpose, even if money were available for their use.

In order to determine the attitude of the farmers toward the loan
a serics of gquestlon were asked. For example, we found that 34 out
of B8 owners sald they wanted to get this lean, They also said that
they would be willing to make a report every 60 days on the condition
of the livestock, and all but 1 of them said that he would be willing
to accept the advice of a Government or agricultural college repres
gentative, if It were practical, In the handling of such livestoeck
Twenty-elght of the 84 who answered yes said that they had or conld
provide shelter for the livestock, and 33 said they had a sufficient
water supply ; 29 said that they had or could provide ample pasture,

The relative number of tenants that need the loan was greater thom
the relative number of owners, but the answers to these various gues-
tions as to shelter, the taking of advies, etc., was in about the same
relative proportion.

Twenty-five farmers out of those desiring the loan wanted to replace
the poor quality of stock, 32 out of 64 wanted to add to the stock
they now have, and 7 wanted to start anew. This relationship, of
course, Is expected because of the lMvestock that they now have.

In the case of owners of small farmg 60 per cent of their assets are
covered by liabilities, 'The intermediate-size farmsd, between 820 and
640 acres, about 41 per cent are covered by liabilities, TIn the cnse
of the large farms 28 per cent are covered by labilities, and the
average Tor all owners is 88 per eant.

Now, the relation of the livestock business to nmet worth has an
impartant bearing In determining whether we want to urge livestock
or not, s0 we made as careful a study as we could from this materini
and corrgborated it froms other Information that we haye from many
parts of the State, and we find for these oewner farms that have no
livestock or very lttle livestock thelr pet wortlh: was $41 per acre,
whereas those who had considerable llvestock and made more sales
the net worth per acre is $46, and we made an arbitrary division
right In the middle, the lower half and the upper half, and their net
worth was $46 an acre of land owned, or a difference of $5 In favor
ol the livestock farmer. That meant a difference in the net worth
per farin on an equal-sized basis of approximately §4.000 in favor of
the livestock fellow over the fellow who had little or no livestock.

Mr, NORBECK. Mr. President, the question has been raised
whether diversification will result in overproduction in other
lines. The production of dairy products has not kept pace with
the consumption.

I quote further from the testimony of Mr. Willard:

In 1919, for example, we had a balance of trade in exports of dairy
products ; that is to say, that we exported more than we were import-
ing by 2,645,000,000 pounds. But from 1919 down to the preseat time
we have gradually reduced our exports until imn the year just passed,
according to the estimates furnished me by the Department of Agri-
culture, hased on the eommerce reports as far as they are available,
we actopally imported in 1823, 500,000,000 pounds of dairy products,
That is the net balance,

From the standpoint of the natlonal welfare we are now Importing
dairy products where a few years: ago we wer: exporting large quan-
titles. We are imperting large quantitie- of weol. ©Our balance of
trade in poultry products is slighily on the export side.

Mr. President, in elosing I wish to repeat what T said in the
beginning, that this is not a measure of general farm relief.
The enactment of this bill' into Iaw will not bring the farmer's
dollar baek to par. He will still be unable to exchange a day's
labor with anybody. This measure simply provides for limited
eredit to the farmers in the wlheat region that have heen nearly
shipwreeked by Government interference with economie Iaw.




3404

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

Marcm 1,

This measure does not provide that the $8,000,000,000.¢that
the wheat farmer lost by the Government refusing him a free
and open market when every other industry was accorded one
shall be paid back to him.

Nor does it even provide that he shall be relmbursed for
the $2,000,000,000 that was lost on account of the Government
lowering the price of wheat from its actual market to a lower
fixed price. :

It does not even provide that the $50,000,000 to $80,000,000
abstracted from the farmeys by the Government Grain Corpora-
tion In the way of profits in dealing with his grain shall go
back to the farmer's pockets.

Mr. President, this bill simply provides that the money taken
away from the farmers in the form of profit by the (fovern-
ment Graln Corporation shall be loaned to them for a short
time at 6 per cent Interest.

Mr. President, I ask that a communication addressed to me
by the Treasury Department may be published in the Recorp
following my remarks,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, It Is so
ordered.

The communication referred to Is as follows :

TRPASURY DEPARTMENT,
OFFICH OF THE SECRETARY,
Washington, Pebruary 20, 1924.

MY Deir SENATOR: Referring to your telephone Inquiry of to-day
with respect to the profits of the United States Graln Corporation, the
Treasury does not have all the detalls of the matter, and yon ecould
probably obtain more complete data, if desired, by addressing Mr,
Edward M. Flesh, president and treasurer United States Graln Cor-
poration, 42 Broadway, New York City, but I hope that the following
will serve your purpose: !

The Treasury's information is that substantially all of the profits
of the grain corpdration, and in fact some of Its capital, have been
used up in providing rellef under two speclal acta of Congress, for
part of which foreign obligitions were reeelved in payment. In this
connection I am inclosing herewith a copy of the act npproved March
80, 1920, authorizing the corporation to sell or dispose of flour then
in its pessession, not to exceed 5,000,000 barrels, for cush or credit
and at such prices and on such terms and conditions as might be neees-
sary to carry out the purposes of the act for relisf of the populations
in countries of Europe or countries contlgnons thereto sufforing
for want of food. For this flonr the grain corporation received foreign
obligations aggregating $56,858,802.49, faee amount, a list of which is
shown on the reverse side of the statement of the public debt for
November 30, 1823. (Copy inclosed. )

I am Inclosing also a copy of the act approved December 22, 1021,
anthorizing the expenditure from the funds of the United States Grain
Corporation of a sum not exceeding  $20,000,000, or S0 much
thereof as should be necessary, to purchase In the United States and
transport and distribute corn, seed grain, and preserved milk for the
relief of the distressed and starving people of Russin and for spring
planting in areas where seed grains have been exhausted. I understand
that the expenditures made by the corporation under anthorization of
this act practicaly exhausted its remaining ecash assets;

The $500,000,000 capital stock of the corporation, all of which was
owned by the Unlted States Government, has been reduced by repay-
ments to the Treasury of $475,000,000, and the Treasury understands
from the corporation that the remaining £25,000,000 of eapital stock
has since been retived in the course of liquidation, so that the cor-
poration now bas no stock outstanding. It i8, in faet, In ¢ourse of
dissolution under the Delaware law, Its charter baving expired on
August 16, 1922, and has practically no assets remsining.

You may also be interested In the President's xecutive onder of
Augnst 21, 1920, which provided in part as follows :

*“The United States Grain Corporation (4 governmental agency
nrganized and condneted pursuant to Execntive ormlers and proela-
mutions of the President under said acts of Congress) shall pay
fnd cover, or canse to be paid and covered. into the Treasury of
the United States, as miseellaneous receipta, all amounts refunded
by certain licensees of the United States Food Administration (a
governmental agency organized and coniducted pursuant ro Executive
orders and proclamations of the President. nnder gaid act of Con-
gress approved Auwgust 10, 1917), 1n voluntary divestment of
profits taken by said licensees during the 10 months which endol
June 30, 1918, in excess of the maximum allowable profits fixed
and determined under and pursnant to said act of Congress ap-
proved Angust 10, 1917, and the proclimations, Executive orders,
and regulutions thercunder, ®*= * &

Under this order the United States Grain Corparation deposited in
the Treasury cash to the amount of 87,078,988.55, which was covered
into the Treasury as misccllaneous receipts,

From the nbove it will be apparent that in connectlon with the retire-
meut of its E500,000,008 capital stock subseribed for by the Govern-
ment, the corporation has repaid to the Treasury $475,000,000, and

for the remaining $25,000,000 has delivered $56,858,802.49 face
amount obligations of forelgn countries, whose economie conditions are
such as to negative any expectation of early payment,

Very truly yours, ¥

A, W, MeLLoN,
Secretary of the Treasury.
Hon. PeTeER NORBECK,
United States Senate, Washington, D. O,

COLOMBIAN STEAMSHIP CoO,

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr, President, T do not wlish to delay a
vote on the pending resolution; I am perfectly willing that a
vote should be taken; I merely wish to occupy a moment or
two while others may be getting ready to discuss the resolu-
tion, before the vote on it, to have inserted in the Mecorp a
letter which I have received from the Colombian Steamship Co.
of New York.

On the 13th day of February I submitted some observations
on the general subject of the shipping sltuation. In those
remarks on page 2372 of the CoxcreEsstoNan Recorp I made
reference to the Colombian Steamship Co. It appears that as
to one particular matter, which I stated had come to me on in-
formation, my statement was somewhat erroneous. I asked
the Colombian Steamship Co. to submit the facts to me, which
they have done In this letter, and I ask to have the letter
inserted In the REcorp.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection,
and it will be 0 ordered.

The letter referred to Is as follows :

CoLOMBIAN STEAMSHIP Co. (Txe.),
New York, February 19, 192§,
Hon, Duxcax U. FLETCHER,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

MY Dwar Szxaror: I have been interested in reading your speech
In. the Senate en the ahipping situation as recorded in the CoNGrES-
SIONAL RECORD of February 13, although yeu probably know that I do
not agree | in fact, am opposed to the principle of Government opern-
tion, which your remarks from time to time lead me to believe you
favor If I correctly interpret them,

I know that you do not wish to make an Incorrvect statement against
any American line, and cspeclally a comparatively new company that is
seeking to develop at Its own expense business in American ships
from American ports to foreign countries. In the next to the Inst para-
graph of the first columu on page 2372 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of
February 13, after commenting as to the number of ships in operation
under the direction of the Shipping Board owned by the Government,
you state that some of these contracts require examination, and illus-
trate the Colombian Line, New York to Windward Islands, as purchas-
ing three ships from the Bhipping Board and later being allocated fonr
vessels by the Shipping Board, You are not correctly informed.

The facts are that the Colombian Steamship Co. was organized in
April, 1923, with a capital of $500,000, subseribed to by a few Ameri-
can cltizens of Massachusetts, New York, New Jersey, Georgin, and
Florida for the purpose of operating, primarily, to Colombia, but with
calls at some West Indlan ports. This company purchased five steamers
from the Shipping Board, which were placed in the route with one
other steamer owned by an affilinted company. The Shipping Board
had up to thia time been operating throngh agents three services
coverad hy nine ships to the various foreign ports in the Caribbean
and to the north coast of South Amerien. The Shipping Board ships
are now ecovering the Virgin Islands, Trinidad, British, French, and
Duteh Gulasna with twa steamers, and have one vessel engaged in the
Haitian outpart trade. To all of their porta they have no privately
owned  Amériean  competitive salllngs.,  Our Jolut serviees with the
Shipping Board cover 28 ports under five forelgn flags to which there
has never been an established private American flag service. The
Colomblan privately owned serviee to the Windward Islands since the
purchase of the ships from the Government has operated at a loss,

The only compensation that the Colombian line has received from
the Shipping Board for operating all of its three vessels is that pro-
vided under the M. 0. 4 agreement. The overhead expenses to which
You refer are horne entirely by the Colombian Steamship Co. The
Shipping Board In no way contributes to this expense, either direetly
or indlrectly.

The Colombian Steamshlp Co. (Ime.) 18 the first privately owned
American steamship company fo buy in its entirety a Shipping Board
service established under the merchant marine act of 1020,

Very truly yours, -
CoLosmeiaN Sreavsure Co, (Ixe.),
H. H. Ravuoxp, President,

Mr, FLETCHER. My, Presiden t, I desire to refer to one other
matter.  On July 20, 1921, in the CONGRESSIONAL IEcorDp, page
4791, Sixty-seventh Congress, first session, [ submitted some ob-
servatious on the subject of the discrimination in ocean freight
rates against South Atlantic ports and Gulf ports and in favor
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of North Atlantic ports. I understand the situation which
1 described at that time still continues. There has been some
suggestion recently looking to a possible increase In trans-
Atlantiec Ocean freight rgtes, and I want to submit that before
such increase goes into effect there should be a readjustment
of the rates now discriminatory against the Gulf ports and
South Aflantic ports and in favor of North Aflantic ports, ex-
tending all the way from Norfolk to Galveston, such diserimi-
nation including Wilmington, Charleston, Savannah, Bruns-
wick, Fernandina, Jacksonville, Key West, Tampa, Pensacola,
Mobile. and New Orleans. Those rates should be readjusted
and those discriminations should be done away with. The
present system is based on old-established rates. Prior to the
time when we had adeguate shipping under our flag and were
dependent upon foreign lines to carry our products overseas
the foreign lines put those rates into effect. They allowed
differentials against the South Atlantic and Gulf ports which
have been in effect for many years and are still continued. I
submit that if there is to be any increase of trans-Atlantic
Ocean rates there should be a readjustment respecting these old
rates, and there should be an observance of the constitutional
provision which protects the ports of this country, and which
is to the effect that no preference shall be given to the porfs
of one State over those of another.

I have before me an extract from the Traffic World on this
subject, and a communication from Mr. R. L. McKellar, of
Louisville, Ky., which T ask to have inserted in the IlEcorD
and referred to the Committee on Commerce.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

Mr. FLETCHER. And upon the subject of the proposed
increase of ocean rates, particularly as applied to agricultural
products, I desire to have inserted in the Recorp also and re-
ferred to the Committee on Commerce a letter from the See-
reiary of Agriculture, dated February 29,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so
ordered. )

The matter referred to is as follows:

O'POSES SOUTHERN RATE CHANGES.

Officinls of steamship lines operating from New York to Europe are
protesting to the Shipping Board against the movement started by
R. L. MeKellar, foreign freight trafic manager of the Seuthern Ralil-
way Co., to obtain export rates by Government vessels frem sonth
Atlantic ports equal to the New York rates. Local shipping men declare
that the present rail-and-water rates are not unfair to the seuthern
ports, considering the length of railroad and ocean hauls, and that the
McKellar propesal would, in effect, be a distinct advantage to those
points,

The nermal movement to Europe from Chicago is through New York,
which is the most direet route, and a differential in favor of Jacksem-
ville is not enly uwneconomie but unjustified by any other reason, aceord-
ing to New York eofficials .

Ar. MeKellnr's jllustration of the movement of agrienltural imple-
ments from Chicago to French ports has been analyzed on the basls of
present and proposcd rates. The railroad rate from Chicrgg to New
York is 47.5 cents per 100 pounds, or $10.64 a ton. The rail rate to
Jacksonville iz 41.5 cents per 100 pounds, or $9.30 a ton. The ocean
rate from New York to French ports, on the basis of one weighi tom
equaling two messurement tons, s §10, while the Jacksomvilla rate
is $11.60. The railand-water rate by way of New York is §20.64 a
ton, compared with $20.90 a ton by Jacksonville, which is a longer
route. If the stesmship rates were equalized, as suggested by Mr. Mec-
Kellar, the combined rate per ton by New York would be §20.64 against
£10.30 by Jacksonville, a differential in favor of the latter port of
$1.34 a ton. If points lower down the Mississippi and Missouri River
territeries are taken, the advantage in favor of Jacksenville would be
correspondingly greater,

In the opinion of local shipping men this weuld be a diserimination
against New Yerk without any economie justification. (Taken from
the Traffic World, February 2, 1924, p. 2956.)

OCEAN RATES FROM ATLANTIC AND Gurr PorTs T0 EUROFEAN AKD
MEDITERRANEAN PORTS.

The parity adjustment of ocean rates that is belng demanded by
gouthern ports is needed to couple up with the appreximate parity of
fnland rates from competitive territory, thus providing an adjustment
af through rates aund routes to foreign poris that will enable our foreign
commerce originating in midwest and northwest territory to flow freely
and without dlscrimination through all Atlantic and Gulf ports offer-
ing suitable steamship service. A wider distribution of our foreign
commerce through Atlantic and Gulf ports is also economically de-
girable from the fmct that the preponderance of traffic movement from
the midwest is eastbound and from southern territory it is merthbound,
which means that the empty-car movement in eastern and middle

| miles, or 12,2 per cent,
' cents per hundred pounds higher than from New York, except on coal,

western territory is westbound and in southern territory it 1s south-
bound ; therefore, an additional loaded movement southbound, which
export business will supply, will bring about a more equitable disposi-
tion of avallable cars and reduce the empty-car movement.

EXISTING DIFFERENTIALS FAVORABLE TO NORTH ATLANTIC PORTS.

Ocean rates from North Atlantic, Bouth Atlantle, and Gulf ports to
Cuba and other West Indian ports. Bouth Amerien, Central America,
the Orient, through the Panama Canal, and even to Mexican ports, are
the same from the three groups, notwithstanding the great disparity
in distance in favor of the Gulf and South Atlantle as compared with
the North Atlantie to the majority of these forelgn ports. On the
other hand, ocean rates from Gulf and Bouth Atlantic to United
Kingdom and contibental perts are higher than from North At-
lantie ports, the differential from Gulf ports, except on a few parity
commodities, being 15 cents per 100 pounds, and from South At-
lantic ports, except on a few parity commodities, the differential is
T4 cents per 100 pounds higher tham from North Atlantic ports. In
brief, where distance is in favor of New York, as representative of tha
North Atlantic group, rates are lower than from southern ports, but
where distance is In favor of southern ports rates are the same from
New York as from the lesser distant southern ports. 'The measure of
ocean rates is not at all in issue. It is the relationship between port
gToups.

Seme few examples of existing distance in mileage and ocean rates
as between North Atlantic, South Atlantic, and Gulf ports are as
follows ;

1. Distance from New York to Liverpeol, 3,107 miles. From Charles-
ton to Liverpool, 8,540 miles. New York, less than Charleston, 433
Rates from Charleston to Liverpool are 7§

iron and steel, tobacco, and a few other parity commaoditles, which

| are the same as from New York. Cotton, which i a southern com-
| modity, is 12} cents per hundred pounds higher from Charleston

than from New York.

2. From New York to Gibralter, 3,207 miles. From Charleston to
Gibralter, 3,619 miles, New York, less than Charleston, 412 miles, or
13 per cent. Rates from Charleston to Mediterranean ports reaclted
through Gibralter are T3 cents per hundred pounds higher than from
New York, except on a few parity commodities.

3. From New York to Habana, 1,186 miles. From Jacksonville to
Habana, 528 miles. Jacksonville, less than New York, 658 miles, or
565.5 per cent. Rates from New York to Habana are the same as from
Jacksonville and other South Atlantie ports.

4. From New York to Habana, 1,186 miles. From Mobile to Ha-
bana, 558 miles. Mobile, less than New York, 633 miles, or G3.4 per
cent, Rates from New York and Mobile to Habana are the same.

5. From New York to Colon, 1,974 mliles. From Maobile to Colon,
1,371 miles. Mobile, less than New York, 603 miles, or 30.0 per cent.
Rates from New York and Mobile to the west coast of South America,
Orfent, Philippines, Australia, New Zealand, and India, reached
through the Panama Canal, are the same,

8. From New York to Liverpool, 3,107 miles. From New Orleans to
Liverpool, 4,613 miles. New York, less than New Orleans, 1,506 miles,
or 32.7 per cent. Rates from New Orieans to Liverpool are 15 cents
per hundred pounds higher tham from New York, except on tobaecco,
fron and steel, and a few other parity commodities, which are the
same. Cotton, a southern commodity, i1s 20 cents per hundred pounds
higher than from New York.

7. From New York to Gibraltar, 3,207 miles. From New Orleans
to Gibraltar, 4,693 miles. New York less than New Orleans, 1,388
miles, or 30 per cent. Rates from New Orleans to Mediterranean ports
reached through Glbraltar are 15 cents per hundred pounds higher
than from New York, except on a few parity commodities, which are
the same,

8. From New York to Vera Cruz, 2,017 miles. From New Orleans
to Vera Cruz, T89 miles. New Orleans less than New York, 1,228
miles, or 60.9 per cent. Rates from New York and New Orleans to
Vera Crur are the same. From New Orleans to Tampileo is 711 miles,
or 65 per cent, less than from New ¥ork.

There are some other parity exceptions not mentiomed, but in the
main the general adjustment s as owtlined.

The examples of diserimination given ean be multiplied without
limit, but these are sufficlent to be fully illustrative.

There is a fringe of territory extending all around from Lalifax to
Galveston for 400 to 500 miles into the imnterior himterland, from which
territory rail rates to the seaboard are carried lowest to the nearest
group of ports, as, for example, from territory on and east of the
Buffalo-Pittsburgh line rail rates are lower to North Atlantic ports
than to other competing ports, amd from territory ecast of the Alle-
gheny Mountains, Including West Virginla, they are lowest to Vir-
ginia and South Atlamtle ports; and from territory south of the
Ohio River, embraeing the Southeast and Mississippi Valley territory,
they are lowest to Boath Atlantie and Gulf ports; and from Arkansas,
Oklahoma, and Texas they are lowest to Gulf perts. From this hin-
terland territory it is entirly proper that both rail and ocean rates
be so adjusted as to insure movement through nearby port, but from
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competitive mid-west territory, including the States of Ohlo, Indlana,
Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, and other States north of the Missouri
River, the rall rates to Gulf and South Atlantic ports for export are,
with few exeeptions, the same or no higher than to New York. This
mid-west territory is highly produoctive of measurement cargo, which
is so essentlal to profitable steamship operation; therefore, if there
is a parity of ocean rates from Gulf, South and North Atlantic ports,
it will allow export commodities originating in this large and pro-
ductive territory to move to foreign ports on an approximate parity
of through rates all the way around the cirele from Halifax to New
Orleans, with the exception of slight differentials in inland rates that
exist in favor of Norfolk, Baltimore, Philadelphia, and Canadian ports
under New York.

However, the approximate parity of Inland rate adjustment from
this competitive mid-west territory outlined 18 nullified so far as
European movement is concermed, unless there is a parliy adjust-
ment of ocean rates on commodities originating in that territory.

It is appreciated that the differential ocean adjustment so mani-
festly discrimmatory agalnst South Atlantic and Gulf ports is of
several years standing, and that any readjustment will be stubbornly
resisted by competing interests. It is a fact, however, that this
adjustment was established by foreign steamship lines whose ‘in-
terests largely center at New York, and before this country had a
merchant marine of its own and prior to the publication by rail lines
of export rates from the Middle West to South Atlantic and Gulf
ports the same as to New York.

As a general proposition, ocean rates in the reverse direction on
import trafic from Europe to United States ports are practically the
same as to North Atlantic, South Atlantie, and Gulf ports. '

FROPOSED DIFFERENTIALS IN FAVOR OF SOUTHERN PORTS.

Gulf and South Aflantic ports, and iInterior exporters using those
ports, have for some time been contending for differential ocean rates
under eastern ports to Cuba and other Gulf and Caribbean ports,
based on the shorter mileage as compared with North Atlantic. The
percentage difference in distance In favor of Gnlf and South Atlantic
ports to Cuba and other Gulf and Caribbean ports 1s much greater than
is the percentage difference in favor of New York to United Kingdom
and continental ports; therefore, if the same ocean rates from both
groups are justified in the one Instance they should also be justified
from both groups in the other. It is a well-known fact to steamship
men that in actual practice ocean rates aure not varied in direct ratio
to the distance freight is transported; that distance is most often
disregarded and that cost of service is only one factor in determin-
ing ocean rates, which are rarely, if ever, made as the result of a
gcientific process of calculation. If, however, it is decided that the
present trans-Atlantie differentials, or any differential, from South
Atlantic and Gulf ports higher than North Atlantic ports is justified,
either by competition or greater gteaming distance—and that differ-
ential should therefore be continued—then In all fairness South
Atlantie and Gulf ports are entitled to like differentials under North
Atlantic ports to Cuba and other Gulf and Caribbean ports based on
the lesser mileage from southern ports, and it devolves upon the
United Btates Shipping Board, as a neutral body charged by law
with the responsibility of maintaining trade routes from all groups
of ports, to remove this unjust discrimination agalnst gouthern ports,
cither by wliping out the trans-Atlantic differentials or establishing
relative differentials under the North Atlantic from southern ports
to Gulf and Caribbean ports.

This is a proposition that not only vitally interests the ports in-
volved, but also all interlor exporters desiring the benefit of additional
trade routes in marketing their produets in foreign countries, and
what is needed from the ocean carriers is to place South Atlantic
and Gulf ports upon a competing rate basis to the same extent that
has been done by the rall carriers.

Eastern steamsbip interests are unduly alarmed over the proposed
readjustment from southern ports. In the first place, all of the lead-
ing North Atlantic steamship lines have resident representation in all
the prinecipal interior markets, and this representation, added to all
other advantages enjoyed by the port of New York, is sufficlent to in-
sure the continved supremacy of that port In foreign commrerce.

Some of the leading advantages enjoyed by the port of New York
are as follows:

1. The influence that cargo in velume has upon the establishment
and malntenance of adequate steamship service, it being axiomatie that
volume begets volume,

2. Frequency and regularity of sailings; superlor and faster service—
freight and passenger and joint passenger and ecargo.

3. The wide range of foreign ports served by regular steamship
Bervice,

4. Superior banking facilities for financing exports and imports,

5. The shorter ocean distance to Europe than fromr southern ports.

6. The saving in interest charges by using the shorter and faster
voyages from New York, as compared with the longer and slower
voyages from southern ports.

7. The location of headguarters for all the leading steamahip lines,
including those serving outports.

8. The location of export and lmport commission houpses,

9. The location of commercial representntives of foreign countries
engaged in export and import trade,

10, The locatlon of export and import offices of shippers, carriers
(both rail and ocean), and foreign buyers, tbus affording a meeting
place for all of these foreign trade Interests.

11. The volumre of exports produced locally in the New York metro-
politan district.

12, The volume of exports moving loeally into New York for storage,
rehandling, and sale by local export commission houses.

13. The volume of mixed car movement of less-than-earload com-
modities on basis of carload rates,

14. The volume of Imports consunmred locally in tl:e New York metro-
politan district.

15, Advantageous marine insurance rates and facilities,

16. The availability of ocean rates on distress room.

17. The strength of east-and-west lines in controlling export freight
for their long haul from highly productive territory.

18, The use of long eatablished trade routes and port arrangements
incident thereto which, as & whole, makes the route throngh New York
the line of least resistance,

These cumulative advantages render discriminating ocean differen-
tlals in favor of New York entirely unnecessary: in fact, these advan-
tages outweigh any small differential against New York as evidenced
by existing rall differentials in favor of Philadelphia, Baltimore, and
Montreal, and they also overbalance substantinlly higher port charges,
both in the handling of freight and in the docking of vessels, as com-
pared with southern ports, where ordinarlly no charge is assessed for
docking wvessels.

R. L. McKELLAR,

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE,
OFFICE OF SECRETARY,

Washington.
In reply to a letter addressed to him by Mr. Alfred G. Smith, presi-
dent American Steamship Owners' Association, and made public in the
press of February 27, Secretary of Agriculture Wallace released yester-

day his answer to Mr. Smith as follows :
FEsrvuAry 29, 1924.

Drar Mr. SmiTH: I have your letter of February 25 with regard to
the advance of 10 cents per hundred pounds on ocean shipments of
packing-house commodities.

You say, *“In the first place the advance is entirely justified, and, in
the second place, as the commodities affected are principally manufac-
tured packing-house products the prices received by the farmers can
not in any way be affected.

TFrom the standpoint of the shippers the advance can not be justified,
and when I speak of the shipper of meat products I am thinking not of
the packer but of the farmers and of stockmen who produce the live-
stock from which the meat is processed. Your suggestlon that advance
on packing-house products can not in any way affect the farmer is not
well considered. The packer is in a position to take his manufacturing
margin whether prices of livestock are high or low. His operating ex-
pense, including freight which must be paid, is included in the margin
he takes and must be passed on. Transportation and packing charges
are a part of the farmers' cost of production, Our meat products are
competing in the European market with meat products from other coun-
tries. High freight rates and shipping rates handicap us in meeting
that competition, and it is conceivable that these rates might be ad-
vanced to a point which would drive us entirely out of the market and
leave us burdened with a domestic surplus which would be rulnous to
our producers. Hog prices are even now below cost of production,

There is another angle to this matter which I wish you would con-
sider. Your proposed increase in the shipping rate, while seemingly
not large, is meverthelegs substantial. If as a result of this increased
cost of getting our livestock to market (for meat must be considered In
terms of livestock) our forelgn market is narrowed, shipping lines will
suffer because of decreased shipments. It is quite possible that the
decrease in the amount of freight moved might be much more than
enough through reduction in total revenue from this kind of traffic to
more than offset any possible gain from an advance in the rates.

I think a study of the relative prices of American meat products
before the war and at the present time and of shipping rates before
the war and at the present time will show that shipping rates have
advanced out of proportion to the price of products. I am told that in

November last the rate on meat products was advanced from 35 to
40 cents.

I am told further that, while this proposed increase does not affect
wheat or other grains, there has been a steady upward trend in freight
rates on wheat and flour slnce last Beptember,

Permit me to make clear my position by saying that at the present
time American farmers can not stand any advance whatsoever in any
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froizht rates on any agricultural products on land or sea. American
agriculture has been undergoing a depression, the like of which we have
not seen before in all our history. Prices which the farmers get for their
products are altogether out of line with prices which they pay for
what they buy. They can not afford to pay one penny more in the
way of freight rates. Indeed, they can not afford to pay the rates
now in force.

Our shipping lines can render a great service to agrleulture in its
depressed state if they will make substantial reductions in rates on
grains and meat products and do everything they possibly can to help
farmers enlarge the foreign market for their surplus. I am convinced
that such a pollcy would not only be of great henefit to the farmers but
would be decidedly helpful to our shipping lines as well.

The condition of agriculture is such that all who transport, process,
and handle farm products cught to reduce their charges to the minimum,
and do everything possible to aid in its rebabilitation,

Very sincerely,
Hexny C. WALLACE,

Mr. ALFRED GILBERT SMITH,

President American Steamship Owners' Association,
11 Broadway, New York, N. Y.

REDUCTION OF TAXES—ADJUSTED COMPENSATION OF WORLD WAR
VETERANS,

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I have received quite a number
of letters in which apparently there was a determined purpose
to establish the theory that the reduction of taxes necessarily
would eliminate the soldier bonus. I do not think that is true
at all, T think the reduction of taxes can be carried out quite
consistently with the granting of the soldier bonus. Under the
proposal made by Mr. Mellon the reduction of taxes will be
$£300,000,000, of which $102,000,000 on surtaxes would increase
thie revenues by increasing the volume of business, so as prac-
tically to recoup that.

On the basig of the amortization system established by the
farm loan act first as a prineiple in this country, if applied to
the soldier bonus, and applied in precisely the same way that
it was applied in the payment of the loan to the British Empire
by the United States, it would require only $55,000,000 per
annum to liquidate in 50 years the principal and interest of a
billion dollars, or the total charge would be one and a half times
$55,000,000 per annum on a HU-year amortization plan. I re-
quested Dr. Clarence Owens to have thesge figures worked out
by an actuary, and I wish to submit for the Recorp and have
referred to the Committee on Finance his letter in response to
that request, together with the figures, so that they may be seen
by Senators in the Recorp. It will be observed that the charge
of #35,000,000, plus the half of that amount, would be a little
over 575,000,000 per annum by which the soldier bonus could
be liguidated, estimating it at a billlon and a half.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the letter
and figures will be inserted in the Rrcorp and referred to the
Committee on Finance,

The matter referred to is as follows:

THE SOUTHERS COMMERCIAL CONGRESS,
Washington, D. €., February 5, 192}
Benator RoserT L. OWEN,
Senate Office Building, Washington, D, O,

My Drar SENxATOR OWEN: I have the honor to submit to you a plan
employing the principle of amortization under which it would be pos-
gible to secure the funds with which to pay the cash under the soldier
bonus bill.

The Southern Commercial Congress organized the American Commis-
slon that, under an act of the Congress of the United States, cooperated
witli the United States Commission on Rural Credits, appointed by the
President of the United States. 1 had the honor to serve as a member
of the commission appointed by President Woodrow Wilson March 14,
1013, The heart of the Federal farm loan act, passed by the Congress
of the United States, based upon the report of these commissions, em-
ploys the principle of amortization, and under the law $1,200,000,000
have been loaned to Amerlcan farmers, The principle is therefore
understood by the farmers throoghout the United States, as every rural
district in the country has been the recipient of the benefits of the law.
Herewith you will find a digest of the reports of the commissions above
referred to and also a copy of Benate bill 500 of the Sixty-fourth Con-
gress, containing the Federal farm loan act. See page 29 of this docu-
ment for the chronology of this legislation.

The Southern Commercial Congress during 1922 and 1923 organized
and directed the International Trade Commission throughout Europe
and submitted a plan for the settlement of the debts of nations, inelud-
ing German reparations, by the employment of the principle of amortiza-
don. The Southern Commercial Congress initiated this plan that was
adopted fn the settlement with Great Britain and Finland, The plan
has been submitied to the debt-funding missions of all interested coun-

tries, Great Britain is now funding a debt of $4,600,000,000 on this
principle. The principle has been approved by the British Parliament
and by the Congress of the United States. In approving it the Congress
of the United States set aside a law previously adopted providing for
41 per cent and 25 years to run as a basis for the settlement of the
debts of nations.

Now, with this high indorsement of the principle that has been spon-
sored by the Bouthern Commercial Congress, we have the privilege of
submitting to you for your consideration a plan involving the principle
that may be employed in providing the funds with which to pay the
cash as a bonus to soldiers and sailors of the United States.

The plan involves the issuance of bonds by the United States, to be
exempt from taxatlon, carrying § per cent interest and one-half of 1
per cent for amortization, or $55,000,000 per blllion dollars per annum,
to retire the bonds in approximately G0 years. Herewlth is a table
indicating the amounts to be paid annually on account of interest and
principal, showing the unpaid balance at the end of each year. If bonda
are Issued for one and one-half billion, then the annual fixed sum would
be $82,500,000.

It this plan is adopted, the Congress of the United States would not
find it necessary to ralse taxation nor to find new sources of revenue,
nor appropriate money coming into the Treasury of the United States
from the usual sources. It would be necessary only to apply to the
annual payments a part of the annual amortization to be received from
Great Britain, No doubt In the near future other nations now indebted
to the United States will be given a simllar privilege as extended to
Great Britain, and they will be making annual payments to liquidate
their Indebtedness to the United States,

With the hope that this plan will meet with your approval and that
you will submit it to the Congress of the United States, I beg to remain,

Cordially and sincerely,
CrLangNcE J. OWENS, President.

{Submitted by Clarence J. Owens, president, Bouthern Commerecial
Congress.

AMORTIZATION PLAN FOR ISSUANCE OF UNITED STATES BONDS TO PROVIDE
CASH HREQUIRNMENTS FOR THE BONUS FOR AMERICAN
SOLDIERS AND SAILOES,

Table showing annual poyments on principal and interest upon
$1,000,000,000 ’;a be amortized at 5 per cent and one-half of 1 per o’:-nt
amortization.

(Annual payment $53,000,000.)

Year. Interest. mgg Enmlml
Lo s ceeseasssassnsasaenensnnsnnsmnnnnesns| 50,000,000 | $5,000,000 | $995,000,000
S R T s kaara] | D0, 000 5,230,000 0809, 750,000
IILTERLIA, 9,427,000 5,513, 000 684, 237, 000
g 50 5,788,150 | 978, 448, 850
6,077,557 | 972,371,203
6,381,435 | 965,080, 859
6,700,507 | 959,280, 351
7,085,582 | 952,253, 819
7,387,309 | 944,868 511
7,756,674 937, 109, 836
8,144,508 | 035,065,325
8,551,734 | 30,413,504
£, 070,320 911,434,274
9 428,588 |  €02,005, 983
9,500,701 |  §92,106, 287
10,304, 886 BS1, 711,601
10,914,420 870,797, 181
11,460,141 | 850,337,040
12,033,148 |  B47,303, %92
12,634, 805 834, 669, 087
13,266,546 | 801,402 541
13,929,873 | 807,472,663
14,626,367 | 792,846,301
15,357,685 | 777,488,616
16, 125, 560 $363, 047
16,831, 848 744,431,199

17,778, 440 ,632,
18, 667, 362 707,985, 397
19, 600, 730 688, 384, 667
20, 580, 767 667, 503, 900
21,600, 805 646, 194, 095
22,690, 205 633, 505, 800
23,824,810 | 599,678,900
25,016,050 | 574,662,940
26,266,853 | 548,308, 087
27,580,196 | 520, 815, 801
28,059,205 | 491,856,686
30,407,166 | 461,449,520
31,927, 524 ) 521, 995
33,523,900 | 395,098 006
35,200,008 | 360,708, 001
36,960, 100 333, 837, 901
38, R08, 105 285, 029, 706
40,748,510 | 244,281, 296
42,785,930 | 201,495,350
44,935, 232 156, 570, 118
47,171,494 109,398, 624
49, 530,069 59, 858 555
52,008, 572 7, 861,083
2 IO 1, i Ty
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ATTORNEY GENERAT. DAUGHERTY. 5

The Senate resumed theé consideration of Senate Resolution
157, submitted by Mr. WHEELER on February 13, as modified by
him on yesterday, directing a committee to Investigate the
fallure of the Attorney General to prosecute or defend certain
criminal and civil actions wherein the Government is inter-
ested.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, during the course of my
remarks this afternoon I read and discussed an article which I
said emanated from the White House relative to efforts upon
the part of the Government to recover section 86 In naval oil
reserve No. 1. The article and the statement to which I re-
ferred indicated that the President himself Initiated the move-
ment and the proceedings to recoyer this property on behalf of
the Government.

I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that Senate
Joint Resolution 71, by Mr. Warsx of Montana, introduced In
this body January 28, 1924, passed the Senate on February 7
and passed the House of Representatives on February 16, re-
quiring or directing the Secretary of the Interfor to Institute
proceedings for the recovery of this property and authorizing
the President of the United States to employ special counsel for
that purpose,

I make the statement in order that the Senate and the coun-
try may understand that the Senate really initiated tlie proceed-
ing and not the Chief Executive.

Mr. McKELLAR., Mr. President, I belleve we are to vote
now. Before we vote, I wish to read a very short article from
the Washington Tlmes which has just been issued. The head-
lines are these: :

MLEAN A JUSTICE DEPARTMENT AGENT—LISTED AS DOLLAR-A-YEAR MAN—

CARRIES SHIELD AND CREDENTIALS OF EREGULAR OPERATOR, DISCLOSED

RY PROBE.

[By Kenneth Clark, I'mternational News Berviee.]

Edward B. McLean, wealthy publisher and one of the central figures
in the oll scandal, is a duly aceredited agent of the Department of
Justice, It was learned offieially to-day.

MeLean, whose secret telegrams have been wunder scrutiny by the
Senate Investigating committee for 10 days, is known as “a dollar-a-
year man,” it was revealed to-day. He pozsesses a shield and' an op-
erative's eredentials,

Mr, President, the junior Senator from Ohlo [Mr. Fess]
spoke this morning in very harsh terms of his colleagues in
the Senate. It seems to me the fact that has just come to
light in these hearings in regard to Mr. McLean, whose record
has been of such an unsavory kind in this whele transactien,
ought to be suflicient to convince even the junior Senator from
Ohio that this resolution ought to pass, and that all of the
Attorney General's acts should be earefully and fairly in-
vestigated.

Mr. President, one other word and I am through.

I regret that the junior Senator from ©Ohio, with whem I
served in the House and for a short time in this body, took
the eourse that he took this morning. I regretted to find that
in order to defend conduet of the kind of whieh the Attorney
General has been guilty, even that which he admits to be true,
the Senator was willing te eondemn all of his associates in
the Senate, and to denounce their conduct as shameful and
disgraceful.

Mr. President, it seems to me that characterizations by
the junice Senator from Ohio of the conduet of his celleagues
in this body during the short time he has been a Member of
it are very unfair and very unjust. I could hardly believe my
ears when I heard these characterizations indulged inm by the
jumior Senator from Ohio. I hope that upon reflection, at some
subsequent time, the junior Senator from Ohio will apologize
to his celleagues in the Senate for the statements that he has
made about them. In my humble judgment his criticism
was whelly nnwarranted, and it seems to me It should be ap-
parent to him, because, so far as I have heard, he and his
colleague from Ohio [Mr. Witrig] are the only persons who
have defended the Attorney General; and the distinguished
senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Wmris] has not seen fit to
bring a blanket indictment against his colleagues because they
differed with him. It seems to me that if I were In such
a hopeless minority I would not undertake to characterize as
shameful and disgraceful the eonduct of my colleagues.

Mr. WILLIS, Mr. President, I request the attention of the
Jjunior Senator from Montana [Mr., Waeerer]. I desire to offer
an amendment to the resolution.

In line § of page 2, after the word “the,” I move to insert
the word * alleged,” so that it will read “the alleged failure,™
and so forth, I understand that is not objectionable to the
Senator from Montana.

Mr. WHEELER. T have no objection to the amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio offers
an amendment, which will be stated.

The Reaping CLERE. On page 2, line 5, before the word
*fallure,” 1t is proposed to insert the word * alleged,” so that it
will read ** concerning the alleged failure,” and so forth.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I had intended to offer a simi-
lar amendment, not only at that point but at others; but L
think the amendment offered by the Senator from Ohio will
cover the matier, and I hope it will be adopted.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. WILLIS. Now I desire to offer another amendment., In
line 9, before the word “neglect,” T move to insert the word
“alleged,” so that it will read *the alleged neglect,” and so
forth.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio offers
an amendment, which will be stated.

The REapixg Cresx. On page 2, line 9, before the word
“ neglect,” it is proposed to insert the word *“ alleged,” so that
it will read * the alleged neglect and fallure,” and so forth.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. WILLIS. On line 2, page 3, I offer a similar amendment,
I move to insert, before the word * neglect,” the word *“ alleged.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
amendment,

The Reapine CrErk. On page 3, line 2, before the word
“ neglect,” it is proposed to insert the word “ alleged,” so that
it will read, “as well as the alleged neglect and failure of the
said Attorney General.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. WILLIS. On page 3, in line 4, before the word * fallure”
I offer a similar amendment. I move to imsert the word * al-
leged,” so that it will read " his alleged failure.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohig offers
an amendment, whkich will be stated. .

The Reipmve Cieg. On page 3, line 4, before the word
“ failure,” It is proposed to insert the word “ alleged,” =o that
it will read “ and bis alleged failure to prosecute,” and so forth,

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent at
this peint to insert in the Recorp three brief editorials which'
I have gone over cavefully, and which I ean assure the Senate
contain no reflection upon any Member of the Senate but de
relate to the matter of this resolution.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the mate-
rial may De inserted,

The matter referred to is as follows:

[From the Herald-Examiner of February 23, 1924.]
By Arthar Brisbane.)
{Copyright, 1924, by Btar Co.)

The fight between Attorney General Daugherty and the crowd trying
to drive him out of office will be warth watehing. The Attorney Gen-
eral is a fighter. Iis enemies include some able men.

One question is: Who are the men behind those that are trying to
get rid of Mr. Daughertyp?

The charges made against him are vagne. That he had nothing to
do with the Tespot Dome cagse everybody knows. Both Mr. Fal and
Mr., Denby testified that the Attorney Gemeral was not eonsultedl
Nobody asked his opinion. His duty and powers in the administration
are limited to giving legal epinions when asked for them.

It ts no part of his business to tell Cabinet oficers that they nre
breaking the law, whatever his own opinion may be, unless the Presi-
dent or a Cabinet member asks for adviee.

Bome of Mr. Daugherty's ememies, that have real eause for wishing
him out of offiee, keep very quiet in these proceedings. "They inciude
men that Daugherty accused of selling to themselves or to friends, for
& nominal, dishonest price, property whichk they held as public trustees.

Mr. Daugherty brought legal proceedings against a collection of war
profiteers and grafters and talked plainly about them. Some: powerful
men are ineluded among those that have good reason to hate him.

The public will withhold Its: opinion eomcerning Mr. Daugherty until
it knows whether he is being attacked in the Interest of the public or
in the interest of war grafters whom he attaeked and exposed.

[From the Cincinnatt Times-Star of February 9, 1924.]
WITHOUT BENEPFIT OF JURY,

Legislative impeachments are a historical part of the development
of representative institutions. Legislative investigations, such as the
oll. inquiry at Washington, have quite another origin. When Indian
war parties. captured a prisoner and felt that the encampment deserved
or desired entertainment, they bound him to a stake with a fire at
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hig feet; the squaws did the rest. Lighted splinters were thrust into
his body, the village danced around him, and he was slowly burned
and whittled to death, The blood lust was sated, and, with one ex-
ception, a good time was had by all,

In form, and often in fact, a search for the truth, an American
legislative Inquiry resembles the Indian stake dance in that the per-
son under examination is deprived of his rights as a man and sub-
Jected to torture for purposes of popular entertainment.

An American citizen is supposed to be entitled to his day in court
and to represemtation by counsel there; and there is something in
the Constitutlon about an impartial trial by a jury of his peers. He
loses all these guaranties when he goes before a legislative inquiry,
because in form it Is not a trial at law. He has no right to counsel;
only by grace can his lawyer be present, and if the latter's presence
be permitted his power fo help his client is so cirenmscribed that it
may become nothing at all. What the accused says is under oath with
a perjury penalty. But any Senator may call him a thief and
seoundrel or make any false statement about him without taking oath
or being held accountable therefor. ®* * * Private or partisan
rancor has opportunities to wreak itself In slander beyond anything
available to Venetlan spies when they dropped their accusations in
the lion's mouth.

The viece of such Investigations is that while purporting to be in-
quiries merely, in fact they are trials, and trials that end as frials
are bound to do when an accused person is not nllowed fo defend
himsclf. The punishment is publicity, and sometimes it is heavier
than a jall sentence. Innocent and guilty pass through the furnace
together, and the casual malice of a single senatorial inguisitor will
make them look =0 like that the public will not see the difference for
three or four years afterwards, or will not see it at all. * That man
was somehow mixed up in the oil investigation ™ is the label that a
number of Americans, of both parties, some of them of far higher
character than their official inguisitors, will wear the rest of thelr
lives, simply because it has become a hablt here to let mere com-
mitiees of the Natlonal Legislature override personal rights that kings
have been beheaded for ignoring. "

Through a period of years we have followed the history of such
investizgations and have noted the betrayal of basic rights, the denlal
of constitutional guaranties, the consecienceless gratification of partisan
necessities gud personal grudges. We have appraised both the incl-
dental good they do and the evil they intend and achieve. Our con-
clusion is found In Magna Charta, the Bill of Rights, the Constitution,
anil vther still respectable sources—that the place to try a man is
before a4 jory in a court room and nowhere else.

[From the Akron Beacon-Tournal of February 26, 1924.1
GIVE DAUGHERTY A FAIR TRIAL.

No one in Ohio has less reason to love Harry M. Daugherty polit-
feally than ourselves, Our ways have been separate, our ideals differ-
ent, our objects not the same, but notwlthstanding this fact we do
not lesitate to say that he is being most unjustly trented. Nothing
has been proved against him. Not a charge that he could answer
has been brought forth, except those disposed of by Congress when
it voted almost unanimously that there was nothing substantial in
the Kellar Impeachment proecedings. Beyond this 1t is only rumor,
inference, and gossip which may bhave behind them damaging truth or
which may be false as hell. And yet a mighty hue and ecry is raised
even Ly good and sensible men that he should flee from the Cabinet
and therely confess Lis guilt. It 18 true they do not express it that
way. They say it would relleve President Coolldge of embarrassment.

If Dauvgherty is guilty of violating the law or even compromising
the great office he holds, Coolidge can duly be relieved of embarrass-
ment by having that fact proved and Daugherty driven in disgrace
from the high office he holds. It could not relieve the Presldent
of suything execept his self-respect to erucify an innocent man upon
the political ercsses that are now belng set up. If Daugherty la
gullty he should not be sparved, but he should not be lynched in advance
of the establishment of his guilt by mob or any other kind of clamor,
The thing has gone too far now to stop. The truth at the back
of it should be fully established. But untll that I8 done no one
should demsnd that he should take a step which the whole world
would =ay never wonlid have been taken had he been innocent. To
assassinate the body 18 a frightful erime, but to insist that he shall
voluntarily perform an act which would destroy his whole future in
order to satisfy clamor that is so far backed by no evidence is golng
entirely too far,

We repeat that If He is gullty he should npot be allowed to escape
the full conseyucnees of that goilt. No question should be left about
it ¢ven though it destroys good Democratic campaign material, It
ghonld be proved or disproved and until then, unless we have lost
the ‘spicit of falr play In this country, let us suspend judgment. In
this we bedeve we express the sound opinlon of the country, ‘and

we are doing it notwithstanding the fact that no love on political
questions and methods between Mr. Daugherty aod ourselves has
ever been or is ever lkely to be lost.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the resolution as modified and amended.

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. Do I
understand that the preamble has been stricken out?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Action on the preamble will
come after the vote on the body of the resolution.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I think it should be under-
stood that we have an agreement that the preamble will be
stricken out.

Mr. EDGE. The question now is on the resolution by itself?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is.

3 M:. McKELLAR, I call for the yeas and nays, Mr. Presi-
en

The yeas and nays were ordered.

h(llr? COUZENS. Mr. President, may we have the resolution
rea

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary wlll read the
resolution as it now stands.

The ReapiNne Crerx. The resolution,
amended, reads as follows:

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators, consisting of three
members of the majority and two of the minority, be authorized and
directed to investigate circumstances and facts, and report the same to
the Benate, concerming the alleged failure of Harry M. Daugherty,
Attorney General of the United States, to profecute properly violators
of the Sherman Antitrust Act and the Clayton Act against monopolies
and unlawful restraint of trade; the alleged neglect and fallure of the
sald Harry M. Dangherty, Attorney General of the United States, to
arrest and prosecute Albert B. Fall, Harry F. Sineclair, E. L. Doheny,
C. R. Forbes, and their coconspirators in defrauding the Government,
ag well as the alleged negleet and fallure of the sald Attorney General
to arrest and prosecute many others for violations of Federal statutes,
and his alleged failure to prosecute properly, efficiently, and promptly,
and defend all manner of civil and eriminal actions wherein the Gov-
ernment of the United States is interested as a party plaintiff or de-
fendant. And sald committee i further directed to inquire into, in-
vestigate, and report to the Senate the activities of the said Harry M.
Daugherty, Attorney General, and any of his assistants in the Depart-
ment of Justice which would in any manner tend to impair their
efficiency or influence as representatives of the Government of the
United States,

That said committee above referred to and the chairman thereof shall
be elected by the Senate of the United States,

Resolped further, That in pursuance of the purposes of this resolu-
tion sald committee or any member thereof be, and hereby is, author-
ized during the Sixty-eighth Congress to send for persouns, books, and
papers, to administer oaths, and to employ stenographic assistance at
a cost not to axceed 20 cents per hundred words, to report such hear-
ings as may be had In connection herewith, the expenses thereof to be
paid out of the contlogent fund of the Senate, and that the committee,
or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or recessea
of the Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question i3 now upon
agreeing to the resolution as amended. The yeas and nays
lhave been ordered, and the Secretary will call the roll

The reading clerk proceeded to ecall the roll

Mr. BROUSSARD (when his name was called). I have a
general pair with the senior Senator from New Hampshire
[Mr. Moses], and not being able to secure a transfer, will
withhold my vote. If permitted to vote, I would vote *“ yea.”

Mr. CURTIS (when Mr, CarPER’s name was called). I desire
to announce the unavoidable absence of my colleague [Mr. Cap-
pER]. If present, he would vote * yea.”

Mr. EDGE (when his name was called). I have a pair with
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Epwarps]. I under-
stand that if he were present he would vote as I shall vote, and
therefore I am at liberty to vote. I vote * yea."

Mr. JONES of New Mexico (when his name was called). I
transfer my general pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr.
FernwArLp] to the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SHIELDS]
and vote “ yea.”

Mr. KING (when his name was called). I have a general
pair for the day with the senior Senator from New York [Mr.
WapswortH]. I am not advised as to what the attitude of my
pair would be upon this resolution, and therefore I withhold my
vote. If I were permitted to vote, I should vote * yea."

Mr. SIMMONS (when Mr. OvERMARN'S name was called).
My colleague [Mr. Overman] is absent on account of illness:
If he were present, he would vote * yea.” He is paired, how-
ever, *with the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Wanrnexn].

as modified and
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Mr. McKELLAR (when Mr. SHIELDS'S name was called). I
desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. SHIELDS] is un-
avoldably absent from the Senate to-day.

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the junior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Hax-
wELp], who is absent. I transfer that pair to the senior Senator
from Nevada [Mr. Prrrmax] and vote * yea.”

Mr. STEPHENS (when his name was called). I have a palr
with the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr, SrExcEr]. In his
absence, I withhold my vote. If permitted to vote, I would
vote * yea.”

Mr, TRAMMELL (when his name was called). I have a pair
with the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Corr]. In his
absence, I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from New
York [Mr. CorErann] and vote “ yea.”

Mr. GERRY (when Mr. UnpErwoon’s name was called). The
senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. UNpeErwoop] is paired with
the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopge]l. He is
unavoldably absent on account of sickness. If present, he would
vote i yea.!’

I also desire to announce that the senior Senator from Nevada
[Mr. Prrrmax] is unavoidably absent. Alsp that the junior
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Bruck] is necessarily absent.
© Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts (when his name was called).
I have a general pair for the day with the senior Senator from
Indiana [Mr, Warson]. If present, the Senator from Indiana
states that he would vote as I intend to vote, and therefore be-
ing free to vote, I vobe * yea."

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called), I have a gen-
eral pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr.
OveEgMAN]. He is absent, and I therefore withhold my vote.

The roll call was eoncluded.

Mr. SWANSON. 1 desire to state that my colleague [Mr.
Grass] is paired with the senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr.
McLeax]. He is unavoidably detained from the Senate.

Mr, SMITH. 1 have a general pair with the senior Senator
from South Dakota [Mr. Sterrixe]. I have been informed that
if he were present he would vote as I shall vote. Therefore I
vote “ yea.”

Mr, BAYARD (after havingz voted in the affirmative). Thave
a general pair with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Reen]. When my name was called I thought he was present.
1 find, however, that he is absent. I now transfer my pair to
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr., Beuce] and allow my
vote fo stand,

Mr. DIAL.
rado [Mr. PaIPPE].
from Missouri [Mr. REEp] and vote * yea.”

Mr. CURTIS. It is my understanding that the senior Sena-
tor from Pennsylvania [Mr. Perper] would vote * yea " if pres-
ent. He is necessarily absent.

The result was announced—yeas 66, nays 1, as follows:

1 have a palr with the senior Senator from Colo-

YEAS—606.

dams Ermst Kendrick Sheppard
ﬁshurst Ferris Keyes Ekipstead
Ball I'ese Ladd Shortridge
Bayard Fleteher La Follette Simmons
Borah Frazicr Lenroot Smith

randegee George MceEKellar Bmoot
Brookhart Gerr MeKinley Stanfleld
Bursum C ng MeLean Stanley
Cameron Ilale MeNa :}y Swanson
Caraway Harris Mayfield Trummell
Couzens Harrison Neely Walsh, Masgs,
Cummins Heflin Rorbeck Walsh, Mont,
Curtis Howell orris Weller
Dale Johnson, Calif. Oddie Wheeler
Dial Johnson, Minn.  Ralston Willis
Din Jones, N, Mex.  Ransdell
Edge Jones, Wash. Robinson

NAYS—1.
Elkins.
NOT VOTING—29.

Broussard Greene TPepper Sterling
Bruce Harreld Phipps Underwouwl
Capper King Fittman Wadsworth
Colt Lodge Reed, Mo. Warren
Copeland MeCormick Reed, Pa. Watson
Edwards Moses Shields
¥ernald (verman Spencer
Glass Owen Stephens

So Mr. WaHeELER'S resolution as amended was agreed to.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE obtained the floor.

Mr. CURTIS. Will the Senator yield?
of the preamble.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yleld for that purpose.

Mr, CURTIS.” I understand that the preumble is to be with-
drawn.

We have not disposed

I transfer that pair to the senior Senator.

Mr. ROBINSON. That was the understanding. It may be
stricken out.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Montana
[Mr. WaEELER] asks leave to withdraw the preamble of the
resolution. Is there objection?

Mr. FLETCHER. I take it that the language introducing
the resolution will have to be modified to some extent. It
should begin merely with the word * Resolved.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the ease, The Chair
hears no objection, and the preamble to the resolution is with-

Wi

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, pursuant to the provi-
sions of this resolution, I nominate as a member of the special
committee for which the resolution makes provision, and as
chairman of that committee, the jumior Senator from Iowa
[Mr. BROOKHART].

In so designating him as chairman of that committee, I
desire merely to say that it is in conformity with the prece-
dents of the Senate. I had expected to speak upon this reso-
lution and would have done go had not the Senator from
Massachusetts withdrawn his proposed amendment. I take
this opportunity to say that besides being in strict conformity
with the rules of the Senate, it is no Innovation in the practice
of this body that both standing committees and special commit-
tees shall be elected by the Senate and not appointed by the
Presiding Officer. -

From my study of the question, I am unable to find that it
has ever been taken as a reflection upon the Vice Presldent,
the President pro tempore, or any Senator who might chance
to be the Presiding Officer of the Senate at the time such
propositlon was submitted.

Mr. President, although it is not so pertinent now as it
would have been with the amendment proposed by the Senator
from Massachusetts pending, I beg just in a word to direct the
attention of Senators to the fact that this investigation is the
investigation by the Senate. Who, therefore, should select the
investigators other than the Senate?

I have gathered together many of the precedents of the
Senate providing for the election by the Senate of special com-
mittees, some of them naming the special committees in the
resolution and some of them providing for the election by the
Senate and leaving, as does this resolution in its modified form,
the Senators to make nominations after it shall have been
passed, just as we are proposing to do now. I say this because
I am unwilling to let the record stand where it stood in con-
formity with the declaration of the senior Senator from Massa-
chusetts, that it was a violation of precedent. It Is nothing of
the kind. :

There has grown in the Senate, in conformity with the growth
of machine manipulation of politics, the practice of attempting
to control the selection of committees elther through having
them named by the presiding officer or by taking the business
of the Senate into caucuses, in violation, I believe, of the
Constitution. They transact the business there and then bring
it in here and attempt to put it through, thus making the selec-
tion of committees, which are to control the business of the
Senate, the office of caucuses held in secret, instead of choosing
on the floor of the Senate, in the light of the public eye, the
important bodles that control really the legislation of Con-
gress. I hope, sir; that the time will come when all commit-
tees will be chosen in the Senate and not arranged for in secret
conferences and cancuses.

I lay it down as a great fundamental principle of govern-
ment that “ no power ought to be delegated which can be fairly
exercised by the constituent body.”

Sir, I believe the time is near at hand when we will change
the present practice of naming regular or standing committees
of the Senate.

It is un-American ; it is undemocratic. It has grown into an
abuse. It typifies all of the most harmful practices which have
led an enlightened and aroused public judgment to decree the
destruction of the cauncus, convention, and delegate system of
party nomingtions.

Under the present system of choosing the standing commit-
tees of the United States Senate, a party éancus is called. A
cliairman is authorized to appoint a committee on committees,
The cauncus adjourns. The committee on committees {s there-
after appointed by the chairman of the caucus. It proceeds to
determine the committee assignments of Senators. This places

the selection of the membership of the standing committees
completely in the hands of a majority of the committee on
committees, because in practice the eaucus ratifies the action
of the committee and the Senate ratilles the actlon of the
caucus,
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See now what has happened. The people have delegated us
to represent them in the Senate. The Senate, in effect, has
delegated its authority to party caucuses upon elther side.

The party caucus delegates its authority to a chairman to
select a committee on committees. The committee on commit-
tees largely defer to the chairman of the commitiee on com-
mittees in the final decision as te committee assignments.

The standing committees of the Senate so selected, Mr.
President, determine the fate of all bills; they report, shape,
or suppress legislation practleally at will

Hence the control of legislation, speaking In a broad segse,
has been delegated and redelegated until responsibility to the
public has been go weakened that the public can scarcely be
said to be represented at all

Mr. President, I believe the day Is near at hand when Mem-
bers of this body will refuse to permit the secret senatorial
caucus to exercise any controlling action upon the public
business.

Mr. ROBINSON, May I suggest to the Senafor from Wis-
cousin that he put in the Recorp the precedents to which he
has referred? -

Mr. La FOLLETTE. Yes; I shall do so.

One of the earliest precedents I came across In my examina-
tion of the subject arose on the 3d of March, 1803. At that time
the Senate elected a gelect committee to consider the impeach-
ment of Judge Pickering. This fact was cited by Senator
Tazewell when the impeachment of Judge James H. Peck eame
up, April 26, 1830, The debates In Congress of April 26, 1830
(vol. 6, pt. 1, p. 884), read: :

Mr. Tazewell thén read from the Benate Journal as follows:

“In the Senate of the United States, Mareh 3, 1803,

“ On motion,

“ Ordered, That the mossage received this day from the House
of Representatives respecting the impeachment of Jobn Pickering,
judge of a distriet court, be referred to Messrs. Tracy, Clinton,
and Nicholas, to consider and report thereon."

Report of the proceedings of thé Senate at that time were not
as pow a chronicle of every statement made on the floor of the
Senate, but a snmmation of what occurred.

In the Congressional Globe, Twenty-fourth Congress, first
session, December 22, 1835, page 24, I find the following:

The Senate proceeded to ballot for a seléct committee to consider the
President’s message relative to fhe northern boundary of the State of
Ohip and the appleation of thé Bfate of Michigan for admission Into
the Union, and Messrs. Beunton, Wright, Clayton, Crittenden, and Pres-
ton were chosen.,

On page 514 of the same volume, following debate regarding
the deposit of publle moneys on May 31, 1836, I quote as
follows:

On motion of Mr. Calhoun, the whole snbject was referred to 4 select
commiftee of nine members, which, on balloting, was feund teo consist
of Wright, Calhoun, Webster, King of Alabama, Buchanan, Hendrlcks,
Shepley, Leigh, and Ewing of Ohle.

In the first session of the Thirty-second Congress a contest
arose over the seat of the Senator from Florida, Hon. Stephen
IX. Mallory. Immediately upon the presentation of his creden-
tials by Senator Morton question was raised as to his right to a
geat. It was moved—and now I quote from the Globe—

that the credentlals of the Senator elect, together with the extract
from the journal of the Florida Legislatare, be referred to a select
committee of five,
The motion was agreed to.
On motion of Mr. Gwin, the election of the special committee was
postponed until 1 o'clock to-morrow.
» 2] L] - L) . . ™

SPECIAL ELECTION COMMUTTRR.
(From p. 11.)

The hour of 1 o’clock having arrived, the Senate proceeded to ballot
for a special committee agreed to be appointed yesterday to consider
and report on the Florida contested-election case.

The President announced that the Secretary had furnished him with
the following result of the balloting: Mr. Berrien received 21 votes,
Mr. Bright 21, Mr, Davis 21, Mr. Mason 17, and Mr. Pearce 12. These
five gentlemen having received the highest votes, they were duly elected
the special committee.

- L L - - - -

Mr. BERRIEN. I would inquire what was the whole number of Sena-
tors voting?

The PresioeNT, The Chair can mot tell. It is nmot uvsusl to require
a majorlty of the whale number to elect members of a select committee,
They are elected by plurality.

Mr. Berrie¥, I was under the impreesion that it required & major-
ity to constitute any act of the Senate. My impression is that we
have several times balloted repeatedly for members of committees.

The Presipexyt, The majority rule apples to standing committees.

- L] - & - * .

The PresipENT. The rule on the subject, after speaking of the stand-
Ing committees, says:

“All other committees xhall be appointed by ballot, mnd a plu-
rality of votes shall make & cholee.”

The Senate having under tonslderation the assanlt upon Mr. Sum-
ner, the CONGRESSIONAL GLOBR of May 22, 1856, contains the fol-
lowing :

Mr. MasoN. I move to amend thé resolution in guch a mannet as
to provide that the committee shall be élected by the Senate.

Mr, Sewarp. I atcept the améndment,

The PresmexT. The resolution will be read as proposed to ba
amendeg.

The Secretary reag It, as follows:

“ Résolved, That a committea of five Members be elected by tha
Senate to ingnire Into the eircumstances attending the assanlt
committed on the person of the Hon. Charles Summner, a Mombey
of the Senate, In the Semate Chambér yesterday; and that the
tald committee be inktructed to report a stitement of the facts,
together with their opinfon thereon, to the Senate."”

The PresipENT, The quéstion is on the resclution as amended.

The resolution was agreed to.

That was not regarded as a reflection upon the Vice Presl-
dent or the President pro tempore.

APPOINTMENT OF A SPECIAL COMMITTER ON RETHENCHMENT.
On December 13, 1871, Mr. Anthony, of Rhode Island:

I offer the following resolution and ask for its consideration :

"* Resolved, That a standing ¢ommittee of seven, to be known as
the Committee of Investigation and Retrénchment, bé ereated to
investigate and report on such subjects as may be committed to
it by the Benate, such cominittes to be elected by the Senate as
other standing committeas.”

By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to consider the reso-
lution,

This resolution was debated at length, the ditcussion extending
over several pages of the CoxermssioNAL REcorp and taking up tha
entire sesslon. It was also debated through two or three other sés-:
sions of the Senate; and thereafter, on December 18, Mr. Anthony, of
Rhode Island, perfecting the resolutions which he had submitted,
added thereto the followlng:

“ Regolved, That the Committee of Investigation and@ Retrench-
ment consist of Mr. Buckingham (chairman).”

There was a Member on the floor of this Senate assuming to
nominate the members of that committee—

to consist of Mr. Buckingham (chairman), Mr. Pratt, Mr. Howe, Mr.
Harlan, Mr. Stewart, Mr. Pool, and Mr. Bayard.

The name of Mr. Casserly was later added as a member of the pro-
pozed commitiee,

The debaté upon the resolution as perfected by Mr. Anthony pro-
ceeded throughout the session of Decémber 18. The resolution was
forther amended by providing “ that the sald committee be authorized
to send for persons and papers and report by bill or otherwise, and also
to appoint a eclerk.”

While that was called a standing committee, all the debate
shows plainly thdaf it was a committee that was chosen upon
the nomination of a Senator and with a view fo searching the
records of the departments of the opposition party. It was in
character just lke a special committee, although it was called
a standing committee,

During the debate question was raised as to whether the
resolution ngmed the Senators who had been advocates of the
Committee on Investigation and Retrenchment, and it was
argued at some length that the committee should be composed
of the Senntors who had been most favorable to the forming of
such committee.

Shortly before the adoption of the resolution the following
proceedings occurred:

The PrestoiNg OFFICER. The question recurs on adopting the amend-

‘ment as amended.

Mr, VickErs. I offer this amendment: To strike out the names in
the original resolution, namely, “ Mr. Buckingham (chalrman), Mr.
Pratt, Mr. Howe, Mr. Harlan, Mr, Stewart, Mr. Pool, Mr. Bayard, and
Mr, Caeserly,” and in lieu thereof to insert “ Lyman Trumbull (chair-
man), Chirles Sumner, Hugene Casserly, Thomas I'. Bayard, Henry B.
Anthony, Roscoe Conkling, Oliver P. Morton, and T. W. Tipton.”

Mr. Epvosns. On that T ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeds and nays were ordercd.
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The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 12, nays
27, absent 32.

Bo the amendment to the amendment was rejected.

The guestion upon the final passage of the resolution creating the
special committee and naming the members of the committee in the
resolution being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 48, nays 1.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I nominate for membership
on the committee the Senator from Washington [Mr. JoNgs]
and the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Mosgs].

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr, President, I nominate for membership
on the committee the Senator from Montana [Mr. WHEELER]
and the Senator from Arizona [Mr. AsBURsT].

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The guestion is upon the
election of the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. BRooXKHAERT]
as chairman of the committee authorized by the Senate. [Put-
ting the question:] The ayes have it.

Mr. McKELLAR. Let us have the yeas and nays. )

Mr. ELKINS, 1 call for the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion
that the ayes have it unless there be a roll call demanded. The
ayes have it, and Mr. BrookHART, the junior Senator from
Towa, is elected as chairman of the committee.

Mr. McKELLAR. I asked for a roll call.
how many hands went up.

Mr. ELKINS. I also asked for a roll call.

Mr. CURTIS. I make the point of order that the result has
been announced and that there were not a sufficient number
held up their hands.

Mr. ELKINS. 1 did not hear any request to hold up hands.
I asked for a roll call.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The demand for the yeas
and nays wagr not sufficlently seconded. The Chair announces
again the ruling that the ayes have it, and Mr. BRoOOKHART is
elected chairman of the committee.

The question now is upon the selection of the four remaining
members of the committee, which, as the Chair understands
the rule, may be selected en bloc, They are Mr. Joxges, of Wash-
ington ; Mr. Moses, of New Hampshire; Mr. WHEELER, of Mon-
tana ; and Mr. AsaursT, of Arizona. The question is upon the
election of these Senators as members of the commitiee. As
many as favor their election will say “aye™; opposed, * no.”
The ayes have it, and the Senators named are elected members
*of the committee.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I ask unanimous consent that
there may be printed in the Recorp an article appearing in the
New York World of this morning which makes a substantially
accurate statement concerning some startling testimony intro-
duced before the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys on
yesterday. ;

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

The article referred to is as follows:

Tie WORLD GIVES TRANSLATED MEssices 10 COMMITTEE—PUBLISHER
REVEALED A8 “ BECRET AGENT.”

(Copyright (New York World) Press Publishing Co., 1024. All rights
reserved.  Publication in whole or In part without permission pro-
hibited.)

The World prints herewith the contents of the four most important
of the code messages sent to Edward B. McLean in Palm Beach by his
Washington agents during the disturbing opening days of the Teapot
Dome investigation. These were among the messages made public in
Washington Thursday by the Public Lands Committee of the Senate as
being * entirely unintelligible.”

As there is reason to believe the code which eoncealed the Import
of the mressages is one used by agents of the Department of Justice,
the World communicated their texts Immediately to the Senate com-
mittee,

This was the committee's first clue to the real meaning of the mys-
terious communications. Literal translations were forwarded to the
committee by malil late last night.

Department of Justice codes are limited by law strictly to working
agents and for the transmission of officlal business. One of the first
steps of the committee, it is now understood, will be to ascertain how
such a code got into the possession of McLean and his confidants,
Senate investigation also will show whether, as indicated, the code was

1 do not know

there objection? The

used with the knowledge of high officials in the department under |

Attorney General Daugherty,
BURNS REVEALED AS M'LEAN INFORMANT.

One of the messages to McLean reveals William J. Burns, Director
of the Bureau of Investigation of the Department of Justice, as an
actlve informant of MeLean on developments in the Teapot Dome in-
quniry, and is the first direct link, except for one message from E. 8.
Rochester, between the department and any of the principals in the
oil-lease scandal.

Another message of first importance advises McLean that certaln
“papers " have been placed in a safe-deposit box In the Commercial
Bank in Washington, held jointly by him and George B. Fraser, hls
financial secretary. It now will be the business of the Senate com-
mittee to ascertain what these papers are and where they are at the
present time,

When put together the Washington-Palm Beach serles shows an
effective  grapevine " of advance information to McLean, the important
links in the chain of tip offs including the Department of J ustice ; CoL.
J. W. Zevely, attorney for Harry F. Sinclair and also confidential
legal adviser to ex-Secretary Fall; Wilton J. Lambert, attorney for
McLean ; William O. Ducksteln, a confidential employee of McLean in
the offices of the Washington Post: and Mliss Mary Quigley, chief
telephone operator at the office of the Washington Post ; in addition to
Fraser, financial secretary to MeLean.

Migs Quigley, already disclosed before the committee as an alert
friend of her employer, is shown by to-day's transiations to be one of
the most mportant of ithe group. It was she who telegraphed Duck-
stein in Palm Beach that Burns had sent for her and told her to in-
form MecLean that an investigation by Department of Justice agents
was under way and that Burns belleved “ this information is im-
portant,”

DUCKSTEIN’S WIFE IN FEDERAL EMPLOY.

Another link, not appearing on the surface of the messages, but im-
portant, Is the reported fact that Duekstein's wife is or was a con-
fidential stenographer in the Bureau of Investigation.

That there may be no clue to the form of the code in which the
messages were written the World offers, not a translation, but para-
phrases of their contents. These are as follows :

“ JANUARY 9, 1924.
“Epwairp McLEAN, Palm Beach:
“ Jaguar baptistical stowage beadle 1235 Huff Pulsator com-
mensal fitful Lambert conation fecund-hybridize.
a“ wOD.'F
{Paraphrase.)

* Walsh will take 12,85 Atlantic Coast Line to-night and not
Seaboard Air Line. Lambert wlll accompany him.

* WILLIAM O. DUCKSTEIN."
“ JANUARY 9, 1924,
“Epwairp McLeax, Palm Beach:

*‘Zey hocusing imagery commensal abad opaque hosier leetion-
ary. Clot prattle lJamb jJaguar rovod timepiece nudity. Hocusing
lectionary chinchilla peternet bedriggled rip rale overshade quake.
Zev pentecost swine herd lamb lambert eulogies lodgment reveling
hosier encapsulates ketose bombardment romancer commensal
ketose lambert konite reeve lectionary Jaguar baptistical fitful
hoff. Waxwork pairless cascade wippen.

“Wwon.»
(Paraphrase.)

* Zevely belleves investigation is progressing entirely in younr
favor. He doesn't think much of Walsh as a cross-examiner.
He thinks yon needn’'t worry about approaching examination.
Zevely went over with Lambert questions that will probably be
asked you, and Lambert will advlse you regarding answers. Walsh
due 8 o'clock Friday morning.

“ WiLLiam O. DUCKSTRIN.”
PAFERS PUT IN SAFE-DEPOSIT BOX,

“JANUARY 11, 1924,
“ EpwARD McLEBAN, Palm Beach: 4

“ Cravingly in dxewoux resurge ledgment aliment fastidious
tuck skewered suckled scrag emerse vethousl punctators gob,
Virgin lectionary jangler highlander kelder hobgoblin roguery
sawbuck hosier bonka gob saline dismounted renominated torso.

} “W. 0. D
(Paraphrase.)

“According to Lambert's instructions, the papers have been put
In the safe-deposit box belonging te¢ you and Fraser in the Com-
mercial Bank. Would you like to have them where they will be
available to me? I will be all day at the office of the Post.

“WiLLiaM 0. DUcksTRIN.?
“Mr. W. O. DucksTeIN, Palm Beach:

*"Haxpw sent overbuy bonka and householder bonka sultry
tkvouop prozoles bepelt goal hocusing this pouted proponent.

* Mary.”
(Paraphrase.)

“ Sent for by Burns, who told me to say Mclean investigation
I8 under way by specilal agents of Justice Department. He be-
lieves Information is Important.

*'Mapy.”

(Quigley, chief telephone operator in office of Washington Post.)

Arrival this morning in Washington of the exact translations of the
code messages, and their examination by the Public Lands Committee
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will probably have an important effect on the guestion of the continu-
ance of Harry M, Daugherty in President Coolldge's Cabinet. The
intimate eounection now shown to exist between the Attorney Gen-
eral’s department and McLean during the Teapet Dome inguiry will
inerease the growing demand for his resignatlon, and, failing that, ‘his
forced retirement, The Burns message alone, it is thought, will prove
e suflicient ground.

One defense likely to he offered by the department officlals, it was
reported last night, is that MeLean has been for some time a secret
agent, though for what purpose has never been disclosed. He wears
an agent's badge under his coat, according to report, and has ‘the
regular credentials, But even this, it is pointed out, would not justify
the use of a department code for private messages, nor would it
acconnt for the code being {n the hands of Duckstein and Miss Quigley.

Another aspect of the situation which probably will figure in the’

further investigation of these messages is the fact that the Burns-
Quigley message apparently dlsclosed the fact that an mwlﬁzntion
had been started by the department.

One authority on Federal law Informed the World last night that
the disclosure of any official secret of this nature furnished grounds
for a prosecution on a charge of conspiracy. All parties taking part
in the dlselosure of a econfidential Department of Justice matter
probably would be involved in the same charge, it was said.

AWARE OF CODE DANGER.

That the senders and recelvera of the messages decoded reaterday

were aware of the danger involved in the use of thelr code is Indicated
by the fact that they used it in only 4 messages thus far brought

to light out of the 80 or more exchanged between the McLean camps
during the course of the investigation.

The alleged Department of Justice code was dropped after January
11. A message signed “ Chris,” January 22, is in a different code.
Then follows a series of undated messages in which the terminology
of the orchard replaces the heavy phraseology of the previous code and
the meanings are conveyed by references to “apples,” * peaches,”
“ apricots,” and * cherrles.”
decoded by anyone outside the McLean circle, so far as could be'learned
last night.

One explanation of the sudden change in codes is found in the tele
gram from John Major to McLean, dated January 23, which the Senate
committee made public on Thursday. Thls message shows that Duck-
stein, known as “ The Duck,” was under suspicion. Major telegraphed :

“After you telephoned this morning instructions to Lambert,
the Duck at once telephoned his wife and, according to Mary
Quigley, who listened in on the line, sald: ‘I have them where
I want them. I will make them bow to me before I am through.
1 am turning over this stuff without receipt, but you know my
intentions. Mary Quigley, whom I trust with any secrets you or
I may have, informs me that Mrs, Duckstein said: *Billy, you
have the right ldea at last’ "

Ducksteln's alleged exclamation, “T have them where I want them,”

ay, it is pointed out, have referred to the illegal use of the code, a
conclusion further borne out by another cautlon from Major to McLean:

“My ndvice to you is nmot to aequaint the latter party (the
Duck) with our new code system. However, use your own judg-
went about that.”

PURNS WAS DAUGHERTY'S CHOICE.

William J. Burns was appointed Director of the Bureau of Investi-
gation of the United Etates Department of Jusfice by Attorney Gen-
eral Daugherty in 1021, He succeeded William J. Flyon, a former
chlef of the Secret Bervice.

Burns's appointment caused a protest from various quarters. Both
former Attorney General Wickersham and Samuel Gompers were
among those active in epposing him.

At the time of his appoiniment Burns was the dlmcﬁng head of tha
William J. Burns International Private Detective Agency, with a prin-
cipal office in the Woolworth Building. Burns, following his appoint-
ment as bhead of the Department of Justice, announced he had with-
drawn from his private agency and turned the business over to his
gons. Raymond and Sherman.

Shortly after Burns took office he appointed Gaston B. Means as a
gpecial agent of the Government. Means had previously been em-
ployed as a private detective in the Burns Agency. Gaston B. Means
was under investigation by the United States Mllitary Intellligence for
pro-German activities during the World War, He also had been tried
and acguitted on the eharge of murder of Mrs. Maud King, in Concord,
N, C., In 1918, 2Aleans, according to Burns, wns dismissed from the
Government's pay roll following repeated protests received by Burns.

Means is now awaiting trial in Federal court here on charges of
conspiracy in connection with liguor graft trafiic.

Burns shortly after becoming head of the Department of Justice
announeed he would golve the Wall Btreet bomb explosion. At various
intervals during that period he announced what on each occasion he
termed a “ positive solution,” althongh different in each case. Before
entering priviate detective work he was a Secret Service operative,

The frult messages have not been

e 44

After leaving this position ‘he became iﬂcntlﬂed with l:lm prasec—ﬁun
in the San Franclsco graft inguiry. Following this he became active
in running down the perpetrators of the Los Angeles Times dynamita
explosion.

Burns's appointment by Daugherty was the result of a friendship
formed while they were neighbors in Columbus, Ohio, The director
maintaing a New York home at Bearborough,

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

« Mr, CURTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consld-
eration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executlve business. After flve minuntes spent
in executive session the doors were reopened, and the Senate
(at 4 o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.) adjourned until Monday,
March 3, 1924, at 12 o'clock meridian.

CONFIRMATIONS.

Heecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 1 (legis-
lative day of February 29), 1924,

Puprio HEALTH SERVICE.

Hugh 8. Cumming to be Surgeon General
Gregory J. Van Beeck to be assistant surgeon.
Frank J. Halpin to be assistant surgeon.
Russell R, Tomlin to be passed assistant surgeon.
POSTMASTERS,
ALABAMA,
Ora B. Wann, Madison.
ARKANSAR.
Charles N. Ruffin, De Witt.
Julius L. Stephenson, Everton.
Ralph F. Locke, Lockeshurg.
John W. Seaton, Luxora.
William H. Hill, Norphlet.
Warren P, Downing, Weiner,
COLORADO,
Bessie Salabar, Bayfield.
Alice A. Blazer, Elizabeth.
Ben H. Glaze, Fowler.
Paul C. Boyles, Gunnison.
Nettie Elliott, Loma.
John R. Munro, Rifle, =
CONNECTICUT,.
Marshall Emmons, East Haddam.
Harry K. Taylor, Hartford.
Sidney M. Cowles, Kensington.
DELAWARE.
George W. Mitchell, Ocean View.
FLORIDA.
Arthur H. Fuller, Altamonte Springs,
Mary Conway, Green Cove Springs,
Frank Watts Hall, Labelle.
IDAHO,
Clarence P. Smith, Eden,
John H. MecBurney, Harrison,
Hanngh H. Bills, Kimberly.
ILLINOIS.
Benjamin W. Landborg, Elgin.
IOWA.
Lewis H. Roberts, Clinton.
Masel F. Bawin, Oto.
KANSAS.
Joseph V. Barbo, Lenora.
George J. Frank, Manhattan.
Nora J. Casteel, Montezuma.
Anna M., Bryan, Mullinville.
KENTUCKY,
Harvey H. Pherigo, Clay City.
Lois Belcher, Greenville,
Roy J. Blankenship, Hitchins,
Sam ,H. Fisher, McRoberts.
Elizaheth A. Bradley, Van Lear,
Fred Hall, Weeksbury.
MAINE.
Thomas E. Wilson, Kittery.
Winfleld L. Ames, North Haven.
Hiram 'W. Ricker, jr., South Poland
Parker B. Stinson, Wiscasset,
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MARYLAND.

Harry E. Pyle, Aberdeen Proving Ground.
Charles F. Peters, Western Port.
MASSACHUSETTS,
Fred C. Small, Buzzards Bay.
MINNESOTA,
Ida E. Marshall, Bahbitt.
Frederic E. Hamlin, Chaska.
Charles G. Carlson, Gibbon,
Francis 8. Pollard, Morgan.
Selma 0. Hoff, St. Hilaire.
Alfred Gronner, Underwood.
NEW YORK.
Medose J. Robert, Au Sable Forks.
Elmer C. Wyman, Dover Plains.
Rose H. Munsey, Dryden.
0HTO.
Arthur I. Van Osdall, Ashland.
Edward M. Barber, Ashley.
Charles E. Kniesly, Bradford.
Elizabeth A. Krizer, Bremen.
Andrew L. Brunson, Degraff.
Elizabeth I. Grimm, Hopedale,
Bayard F. Thompson, Jewett,
Willlam H. Snodgrass, Marysville,
Clem Couden, Morrow.
La Bert Davie, New Lexington.
Orlando W. Schwab, Port Washington.
Rufus A. Borland, West Jefferson.
OKLAHOMA,
John P. Jones, Roff.
PENNSYLVANIA,
William A. Leroy, Canonsburg.
Thomas Colling, Commodore.
Joseph N. Ritchey, Falls Creek.
Tillie Bradley, Lorettof
Winston J, Beglin, Midland.
Thomas J. Kennedy, Renfrew.
Edna Bracken, Wehrum.
TEN NESSEE.
Thomas W. Williams, Lucy.
TEXAS.

Gustavy A, Wulfman, Farwell.
Theodor Reichert, Nordheim.
Hal Singleton, O'Donnell.
Silas J. White, Itising Star.
William J. Davis, Silsbee.
Fannie Dawson, Wilson.

WEST VIRGINIA,
Guy E. McCutcheon, Reedy.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

Saturnay, March 1, 1924.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered
the following prayer:

O Lord of life, Thy benediction enlightens, cheers, and
blessés. Thy earthly children, we therefore own Thee as our
Father and our God. Cause us to keep Thy precepts and walk
in the ways of Thy wisdom. We thank Thee that we share
Thy rational and spiritual nature and may draw our usefulness
and happiness from the great infinite source of all truth, Let
us hear the inward voice that speaks in terms of peace,
righteousness, and purity, and keep us this day without sin.
May the dawn of the morrow come to us with the breath of
God, blessing us and making us to rejoice and be glad about
our happy hearthstones., Amen.

THE JOURNAL.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal will stand
approved.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, reserving the
right to objeet, I should like to make an inguiry. I notice in
the reading of the Journal it was stated that the gentleman
from Oregon offered the following amendment to the Garner
amendment, Of course, we all know what that means, but

does the Journal show amendments by the name of the indi-
vidual introducing them?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The Chair thinks
the amendments are reported by their number.

Mr, GARRIETT of Tennessee. Of course, g0 far as the REcorp
is concerned, that is all right, but in the Journal, which is,’
after all, the officlal record of the body in any legal contro-
versies or constructions that may arise, it oceurs to me that
to use the name of the individual might possibly be meaningless.

The SPEAKHER. The Chair thinks the Journal clerk should
make the correction according to the suggestion of the gentle-
man from Tennessee,

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. As I recall it, the amendments
are set out in the Journal, I believe, under some sort of num-
ber. I am quite sure that is correct. I simply call attention
to that matter.

The SPEAKER. With the correction indicated, the Journal
will stand approved. :

There was no objection.

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. MADDEN, chairman of the Committee on Appropria-
tions, by direction of that committee, reported the bill (H. R.
T449) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in certain
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, and
prior fiscal years, to provide supplemental appropriations for
the fiscal year ending June 80, 1924, and for other purposes,
which, with the accompanying report, was ordered printed and
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union,

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee reserved all points of order.

EXPUNGING REMARKS FROM THE RECORD.

Mr. MICHAELSON. Mr. Speaker, it has been called to my
attention that remarks which I made under the privilege of
extension contained matter in violation of the rules of the
House. It has never been my intent, and I8 not now, willfully
to violate any rule of the House, much less so in an extension
of any remarks I may have the privilege of making. If that
is so, and it seems to be so, I ask unanimous consent to with-
draw, revise, and reextend my remarks upon this very im-
portant subject of water diversion from Lake Michigan.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent to withdraw, reviee, and reextend remarks he
made in the ReEcorp, Is there objection?

Mr, RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ohject,
may I suggest to my colleague that the first part of his re-
marks contains a valuable contribution to the subject and con-
tains much valuasble information, and that he withdraw that
portion of his remarks to which objection has been made. The
rest of it is all right and is a valuable contribution to the
subject.

Mr. MICHAELSON. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
for his suggestion, but I would rather proceed the other way
and withdraw the entire matter and revise and reextend if I
may have that privilege.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right
to object, does the gentleman from Ohio withdraw his motion,
which is in the Recorp, to strike out these remarks? This
would not be in order otherwise.

Mr. LONGWORTH. I do not think the motion is pending
now. I am certainly entirely satisfied with the statement of
the gentleman.

The SPEAKER.
Chair hears none.

Mr. MICHAELSON. Mr, Speaker, in accordance with an
agreement entered into by the trustees of the sanitary district
of Chicago and Members of Congress representing Chicago dis-
triets, I, as the Illinois Member of the Rivers and Harbors Com-
mittee, Introduced in the House on November 9, 1921, a bill
(H. R. 9046) providing for the amount of water which may be
withdrawn from Lake Michigan by the Sanitary District of
Chicago, glving authority therefor, and fixing the conditions of
such withdrawal.

This bill, because of objections raised by the War Depart-
ment, failed of passage. Believing that a study by the War
Department of facts and figures subsequently presented relative
to the Chicago drainage question will now bring about a favor-
able report, I reintroduced the bill (H. I&. 6873) on February
11, 1924,

This bill, when passed, will authorize by law the withdrawal
of 10,000 cubic feet of water per second from Lake Michigan,
an amount which is necessary to properly dilute and take care
of the sewage of Chicago's 3,000,000 population, thereby pre-

Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
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